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ABSTRACT
RORSCHACH CORRELATES OF SEXUAL OFFENDING AMONGADOLESCENT MALE CHILD SEXUAL ABUSE SURVIVORS
MAY 1993
ANNE J. KAPLAN, A.B.
,
BROUN UNIVERSITY
M.A. LESLEY COLLEGE
M.S. UNIVERSITY OF MASSACHUSETTS
Ph.D. UNIVERSITY OF MASSACHUSETTS
Directed by: Professor Alvin Winder
This study investigated the Rorschach responses of
adolescent male child sexual abuse (CSA) survivors to see
if reliable object relations differences could be found in
the protocols of boys who did and did not exhibit sexual
offending behaviors. Fifty one Rorschach protocols of 12
to 17 year old boys were selected to form 3 groups: Non-
Offending CSA survivors, Sexually-Offending CSA survivors,
and a Comparison Group of non-victimized non-offenders.
All 3 groups were approximately matched for age at testing,
race, and age at first sexual victimization. The primary
hypothesis was that the Rorschachs of sexual-of fenders and
non-offenders would differ in affective reactivity, thought
disorder, object relationships, self-perception, and
psychological defenses. Urist Mutuality of Autonomy Scale,
Blatt & Ritzier Thought Disorder Continuum, Saunders
Atypical Movement score, MOR, R, AFR, EB, M, and WSUMC were
used to assess differences. Results confirmed the
v
hypothesis in all but the affective reactivity dimension.
The protocols of Sexually-Offending survivors had more
dependent and maladaptive object relationships, more severe
thought disorder, and more MOR and Atypical Movement
responses. Although differences in affective reactivity
were not found, comparisons made with Exner's norms
indicated that AFR was significantly lower than normal
among SO-S and NO-S subjects, and that R was significantly
higher than normal in the SO—S group. A linear
discriminant function analysis showed significant and
accurate differentiation between SO-S and NO-S subjects
(correct classification rate = 87%) based primarily on the
object relations and thought disorder scales. Because the
discriminant function and classification were based on the
same sample, this finding is quite tentative. Additional
research with larger samples of protocols and a wider array
of Rorschach variables are needed and could result in the
future discovery of a stable and reliable discriminant
function for differentiating sexually offending and non-
offending CSA survivors on the basis of Rorschach
performance.
vi
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CHAPTER 1
OVERVIEW
Child sexual abuse (CSA) is rampant. The number of
cases reported to the American Humane Association increased
more than ten-fold between 1976 and 1983 (Finkelhor, 1984).
Research efforts have focused primarily on establishing the
incidence and effects of CSA. Estimates of the incidence
of CSA vary greatly due to (a) researchers' differing
definitions and methodologies and (b) this trauma's power
to elude social and individual consciousness. Research
regarding the effects of CSA have focused primarily on the
question of whether negative effects are predictable and on
cataloging these negative effects.
Researchers have recently begun to develop models for
integrating diverse information regarding the effects of
CSA. Integration is essential because CSA is not a
monolithic event, and undoubtedly, effective prevention and
treatment efforts must be based on a complex understanding
of the issue. These models organize information regarding
the contribution of individual, contextual and traumatic
factors to (a) an individual's vulnerability to CSA, and
(b) the sequelae of CSA in a given individual.
Research shows that individuals vary greatly in their
responses to CSA. This variance appears to be only
minimally related to differences in objective aspects of
the traumatic experience (e.g. duration, relationship with
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the perpetrator, specific sexual acts). Contextual factors
(e.g. parental support, social isolation) have repeatedly
proven to be important predictors of CSA and subsequent
adjustment
.
Descriptions of individual differences in adjustment
have been scant due to our lack of a common language and
method for observing personality differences in adaptation.
A prevalent bias against finding CSA among males also
limits our understanding. Nonetheless, the most robust
finding in this research area may prove to be one of gender
difference. Boys tend to respond to CSA with externalizing
defenses and behaviors while girls respond by internalizing
(Friedrich, 1990). This gender difference is evidenced in
the well-documented finding that males comprise the vast
majority of CSA survivors-*- who later perpetrate sexual
abuse
.
This project is designed to contribute to (a) our
knowledge regarding individual differences in adaptation to
CSA and (b) our efforts to prevent CSA. Male CSA survivors
were selected for study because they have been neglected by
previous researchers and because they are at greater risk
for sexual abuse perpetration. The primary question framed
by this research study is: Are there individual factors
1 Throughout this document, individuals who have
experienced CSA are referred to as "survivors" rather than
"victims" in order to emphasize their active adaptation to
this trauma.
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which distinguish male CSA survivors who do and do not
later commit sexual offenses?
The Rorschach inkblot test was chosen as the primary
means of data collection due to its common use in forensic
assessments and its consequent accessibility as archival
data. Certainly prevention strategies would be enhanced if
reliable Rorschach indicators of risk for sexual abuse
perpetration could be identified. The Rorschach was also
selected because it produces rich data which permits
interpretation on a number of different levels (albeit with
varying degrees of reliability and validity). Not only
might the Rorschach provide a method for detecting which
CSA survivors are most likely to commit sexual offenses, it
might also provide a means of exploring and describing
patterns of individual adaptation to CSA.
Following this overview is a review of the relevant
literature and a conceptual framework for describing
individual differences in adaptation to CSA. Then several
research questions are posed before this study's methods
are described and the results are reported and interpreted.
Chapter 2: Review of the Child Sexual Abuse (CSA)
Literature, is prefaced by an overview of the social and
research neglect of CSA. Research regarding (a) the
incidence of male CSA and sexual offending by male CSA
survivors, (b) individual, contextual and traumatic
correlates of CSA, and (c) individual adaptation to CSA are
3
reviewed. Then models describing both the impact of CSA
and the etiology of adolescent sexual offending are
discussed. Finally, relevant object relations and self
psychology theories regarding sexual offending are
discussed and provide a conceptual framework for the
study's research questions. Chapter 3: Review of Related
Rorschach Literature, provides background for Chapters 4
and 5. Chapter 4: Research Hypotheses and Questions,
elaborates the focus of this study with respect to the
Rorschach methodology. Chapters 5-8 provide a description
of the research methods, a detailed summary of the results
and exploratory analyses, discussion, and conclusions.
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CHAPTER 2
REVIEW OF THE CHILD SEXUAL ABUSE LITERATURE
Despite the prevalence of CSA, the literature
regarding adolescent male sexual abuse survivors and sexual
offending is sparse. Our neglect of both victim and
offender issues among male children has several sources
which shape the research and theoretical questions that are
ventured as well as the methods and findings of previous
studies
.
Social and Research Neglect of Child Sexual Abuse
There has been "a persistent tendency [among
professionals] to overlook the role of child sexual assault
and other specific victimization as a precursor of
emotional and behavioral dysfunction" (Summit, 1989, p.
413). The denial and disbelief usually encountered by a
CSA victim upon the disclosure of his or her abuse,
parallels the scorn and rejection which has met the efforts
of several prominent physicians (e.g. Tardieu in 1860,
Freud in 1896, Ferenczi in 1932, and Kempe in 1962) to
establish the importance of childhood sexual trauma. The
discrediting of these professional assertions reflects a
"massive societal blindspot" encouraged by survivors'
dissociative coping with their abuse (Summit, 1988).
Male survivors may have particular difficulty
recognizing and acknowledging their victimization. Their
sexual abuse typically involves less physical trauma than
5
female CSA survivors (Rogers and Terry, 1984). In
addition, denial and minimization of male victimization is
differentially encouraged by male sex role socialization.
Adults tend to be more protective of female children and
perhaps less concerned about the victimization of boys
(Groth, 1979). Since more than three quarters of the
sexual offenses against boys are perpetrated by males
(Finkelhor, 1984), disclosure of male CSA usually "not only
violates the male ethic of self-reliance, it raises the
stigma of homosexuality" (Bolton, Morris and MacEachron,
1989, p. 39). Finally, "male sexual experience of any type
plays to the masculine stereotypes" (Bolton, Morris and
MacEachron, 1989, p. 39). "Male sexual socialization
encourages men to define sexual experiences as desirable as
long as they are not homosexual" (Zilbergeld and Ullman,
cited in Fishman, 1990).
Sexual offenses perpetrated by children almost always
involve child victims (Fehrenbach et. al., 1986; Groth,
1977; Johnson, 1988; Pierce and Pierce, 1990; Wasserman and
Kappel, 1985), hence denial and/or minimization of sexual
offending by children follows denial and/or minimization of
CSA. Friedrich (1990) has identified three additional
reasons for our scant knowledge regarding sexual behaviors
in sexually abused children; (1) "our own unease at ac-
knowledging children as sexual beings" (p. 242), (2) the
fact that most therapists working with sexually abused
6
children are female and they tend to see less sexual
behavior than male therapists because of their differential
stimulus value to children abused by males, and (3) parents
who know that their child has been sexually abused and feel
are prone to denying the existence of sexual
behavior even though it is present" (p. 243).
Incidence
The incidence of male CSA and adolescent sexual
offending among sexually abused males is difficult to
determine. Underreporting of male sexual victimization and
offending confounds research regarding this population.
Further problems arise from the fact that few longitudinal
studies have been performed, and prevalence studies have
used inconsistent methodologies and definitions, and have
typically focused on female sexual abuse survivors.
Wyatt and Peters (1986) summarize the differences in
definition found in several prevalence studies. They found
that the definitions varied along three dimensions- the
types of sexual behaviors included, the age of the victim,
and the age difference between the victim and the offender.
Despite the inconsistency in the types of behaviors
included in researchers' definitions of sexual abuse, there
is a consensus that the terms "contact abuse" and
"noncontact abuse" can be used to describe two broad
categories of sexual abuse (Wyatt and Peters, 1986).
Contact abuse refers to fondling, frottage, attempted or
7
completed penetration or intercourse, and oral sex.
Noncontact abuse includes exhibitionism, voyeurism, obscene
telephone calls, and solicitations to engage in sexual
activity
.
Some prevalence studies have tracked only the
incidence of contact abuse, while others have counted both
contact and noncontact abuse. Researchers have tended to
use 16 or 17 as the upper age limit for victims. Sexual
abuse by peers is included in some researchers'
definitions, while others have specified a minimum age
difference of five years between the victim and the
perpetrator. Researchers who count abuse by peers, specify
additional criteria for concluding that the sexual incident
was unwanted and involved coercion.
Several researchers have used different definitions of
sexual abuse depending on the victim's age. These
differences are based on the researchers' recognition that
while prepubescent children may be too young to be able to
voluntarily consent to sexual activity with an older
partner, adolescents may indeed have consensual sexual
experiences with older partners. Finkelhor (1979) thus
increased the necessary age difference between victims age
13-16 and their perpetrators to 10 years. Russell (1983)
stipulated that modifications in the definition of sexual
abuse for adolescents be made only in cases of extra-
familial sexual abuse. Adolescents' extra-familial sexual
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experiences were deemed abusive only when they involved
completed or attempted forcible rape. Wyatt (1985)
similarly applied different definitions of sexual abuse to
children and adolescents. She considered all sexual
incidents involving children aged twelve or younger with an
older partner abusive, even if the victim consented. For
13-17 year olds, she excluded all voluntary experiences
regardless of the partner's age.
In the research and clinical literatures, juvenile
sexual offenses have been defined broadly as "any sexual
act with a person of any age, against the victim's will,
without consent, or in an aggressive, exploitative or
threatening manner," (Ryan, Lane, Davis, and Isaac, 1987,
p.385), "including rape; sexual assault; ... sexual
touching and fondling short of penetration; and offenses
involving no physical contact, such as exhibitionism and
voyeurism and obscene telephone calls " (Davis and
Leitenberg, 1977, p.417).
Despite the inconsistency and limitations of this
research, estimates of (a) the incidence of male child
sexual abuse (CSA) in the general population and among
identified sexual offenders, (b) the proportion of sexual
assaults which are committed by male adolescents and the
rate of adolescent onset of sexual offending among adult
sexual offenders, and (c) the incidence of childhood sexual
offending among sexual abuse survivors, provide important
9
information about the size and significance of the
population of sexually abused adolescent sexual offenders.
Male Child Sexual Abuse
Estimates of male CSA in the general population have
ranged from 3% to 31% (Peters, Wyatt and Finkelhor, 1986).
After reviewing five large surveys of men in the general
population (461> N
_>185), Finkelhor estimated "that the
true prevalence figure for abuse experiences to boys under
13 or before puberty might be between 2.5% and 5%" (p.
155). He then calculated that, "550,000 to 1,100,000 of
the 22 million of the currently 22 million boys under 13
(census estimate 1980) would eventually be victimized" (p.
155) .
The incidence of CSA among adult men convicted of
child molesting is much greater. Estimates have ranged
from 32% to 57% (Groth and Burgess, 1979; Seghorn, Prentky
and Boucher, 1987). Johnson (1988) studied the incidence
of sexual abuse among child perpetrators and found the rate
to range from 35% to 72% depending on the child's age at
the onset of their sexually abusive behavior, with child
perpetrators aged six and younger having the greatest
incidence of sexual abuse histories. Among adolescent
10
sexual offenders
,
reports of the rate of their sexual abuse
have ranged from 19% 2 to 47% (Becker, 1988; Longo, 1982).
Adolescent Sexual Offending
Between 30% and 50% of all CSA, and 20% of all rapes
can be attributed to adolescent offenders (Davis and
Leitenberg, 1987; Pierce and Pierce, 1990; Thomas and
Rogers, 1983). Boys are estimated to comprise 95% or more
of the population of identified adolescent sexual offenders
(Brown, Flanagan and McLeod, 1984; Fehrenbach, Smith,
Monastersky and Deisher, 1986; Wasserman and Kappel, 1985).
Studies of adult sexual offenders indicate that approxi-
mately half committed their first offenses during
adolescence (Abel et al., 1987; Davis and Leitenberg,
1987) .
Sexual Offending by Sexually Abused Children
There are few estimates of the rate of sexual
offending by sexually abused children in the published
research literature. Conte and Schuerman's (1988) estimate
is conservative because it is based exclusively on
interviews with parents 12 months after their child was
first seen at a Sexual Assault Center. Two percent of
their sample of 369 sexually abused children were found to
have sexually victimized others during these 12 months.
2 Becker (1988) has indicated that her 19% figure is a
conservative estimate as it is based on the adolescents
statements during their initial interview, and in her
clinical experience adolescents often do not recall their
own abuse until later in their therapy.
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Powell (1988) followed 143 sexually abused children for a
longer period of time and found that 10% had committed
sexual offenses during their adolescence. Based on
Finkelhor
' s (1984) estimate that 2.5% to 5% of boys age 13
and under are sexually abused by age 13, and the admittedly
rough estimate that 2% to 10% of CSA survivors commit
childhood or adolescent sexual offenses, it can be
conservatively estimated that between 11,000 and 110,000 of
the boys who had been sexually abused and were under 13 in
1980 have already committed sexual offenses. 3
Differential Development of Sexual Offending Among
CSA Survivors
Few empirical studies bear directly on the question of
which CSA survivors commit sexual offenses during
adolescence. Due to societal denial and neglect of sexual
abuse issues, research has been limited and existing
studies of CSA survivors have generally not addressed this
question. Main effects and interactions of individual,
contextual and traumatic factors have not been elucidated,
much less teased apart. Overall, research on CSA survivors
consistently indicates that (a) even when differences in
traumatic experience are accounted for, "children vary
widely in their immediate and long-term responses to sexual
abuse, from neutral to very negative" (p. 4), (b) sexually
3 This estimate is conservative because the
overrepresentation of boys among child and adolescent sex
offenders was not factored into the equation.
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abused boys are more apt to exhibit externalizing behaviors
than sexually abused girls, and (c) "parental support is
critical, outstripping abuse characteristics in predicting
at least short-term behavioral reaction to the abuse"
(Friedrich, 1990, p. 28). Research into individual factors
has been the most limited due to the difficulty of
distinguishing pre- and post-traumatic functioning, and our
lack of a common language and method for identifying
personality differences in adaptation. Conceptualizations
of individual factors are shaped primarily by researchers'
theories of psychological development.
While the exact transmission rate and the specific
mechanisms and mediating factors for CSA cannot yet be
determined, several published studies provide important
clues regarding the differential development of adolescent
sexual offending among CSA survivors. Relevant
longitudinal studies, investigations into the intergenera-
tional transmission of child maltreatment, and comparisons
of male and female CSA survivors are here reviewed.
Three follow-up studies shed some light on the
differential transmission of sexual offending among
adolescent CSA survivors (Burgess, Hartman and McCormack,
1987; Friedrich and Luecke, 1988; Powell, 1988). Friedrich
and Luecke (1988) compared sixteen sexually offending 4-11
year old survivors with comparable non-offending survivors
and found that (a) 12 of the 16 offenders were male, (b)
13
all had school problems, (c) the offenders' "offenses
against children mimicked the abuse that they had received"
(p.246)
,
and (d) the offenders' "parental relationships
were characterized by maternal absence and neglect,
projective identification of the child and a general
absence of emotional support" (p. 246). Powell (1988) in
her follow-up study of 143 sexually abused children found
that the 15 who had since committed sexual offenses were
more severely abused and had less parental support.
Burgess, Hartman, and McCormack (1987) followed 34 boys
with experience in child pornography and sex rings. Their
reported findings are not directly applicable because they
did not single out sexual offending as a possible outcome.
Rather they grouped together drug use, juvenile delinquency
and criminal behavior into the general category of
externalizing behaviors. Still, their findings are quite
similar to those reported by Friedrich and Luecke (1988)
and Powell (1988)-- boys who evidenced externalizing
behaviors were found to be socially excluded, their
families were less stable and more blaming, and they were
molested for longer periods of time.
Although Gilgun (1988) performed a retrospective study
of adult survivors of physical, sexual and/or emotional
abuse, her results are also quite consistent with the above
follow-up studies. She interviewed 30 adult male survivors
of child maltreatment and found that all of the 16 men who
14
did not sexually offend had at least one childhood
confidant, while none of the 14 men who reported sexual
offending (all with first offenses during adolescence) had
a childhood confidant. The offenders further differed from
the non-offenders by their reports that they were raised in
highly sexualized family environments.
Two additional studies focusing on the inter-
generational transmission of child maltreatment among
adults abused as children further validate reports that
supportive relationships comprise a critical protective
factor (Egeland and Jacobovitz, 1984; Hunter and Kilstrom,
1979). These studies also found that parents who did not
repeat their maltreatment experienced less extensive child
abuse and had a greater awareness of that abuse.
Since being male is so strongly associated with sexual
offending among survivors, observed differences between
male and female CSA survivors may be important
considerations. More often than girls, boys are sexually
abused by non-family members who have also abused other
children (Faller, 1989; Reinhart, 1987; Finkelhor, 1984).
Also their offenders are more often adolescents (Finkelhor,
1984; Reinhart, 1987; Rogers and Terry, 1984). There is
usually a higher degree of physical abuse in the homes of
boy survivors, and the boys more often come from single-
parent families (Finkelhor, 1984). Their sexual abuse more
frequently involves more than three types of sexual acts,
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their psychological treatment is more often short and
incomplete, and their non-perpetrating parents are more
often emotionally-ill according to social service records
(Pierce and Pierce, 1985). Boys' disclosures regarding
their sexual abuse are more frequently unintentional, and
they are also less frequently seen by medical professionals
for suspected yet unconfirmed abuse (Reinhart, 1987).
Finkelhor (1984) suggests that the greater reported fre-
quency of boys abused in tandem with other victims may
actually reflect disclosure differences, i.e. when "there
are no sisters or no sister is also being abused, it may be
that the [boy's] sexual victimization is less likely to be
discovered" (p. 146).
Theoretical Models
While no specific model has been formulated for
describing the differential development of adolescent
sexual offending among CSA survivors, there are models
describing the impact of CSA (Finkelhor, 1988; Friedrich,
1990), and the etiology of sexual offending (Becker, 1988;
Burgess, Hartman, McCormack and Grant, 1988; Finkelhor,
1984). These models will be reviewed in light of their fit
with the following outcome related research findings cited
above
:
(1) Children exhibit significant variability in their
short and long-term responses to sexual abuse
which can only be partially explained by the
variance in their abuse experiences.
(2) Boys are more likely than girls to externalize
and sexually offend.
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(3) Parental response has a great effect on a
sexually abused child's coping.
(4) Social isolation is a significant risk factor inthe transmission of childhood maltreatment.
Impact of Child Sexual Abuse
Finkelhor (1988) offers a traumagenic factors model as
an alternative to the popular Post-Traumatic Stress
Disorder (PTSD) formulation which he criticizes for being
narrow, atheoretical
,
and incapable of explaining why some
sexually abused children never exhibit PTSD symptoms. His
model relies on the four factors of traumatic
sexualization
,
stigmatization, betrayal and powerlessness
to explain why various aspects of the sexual abuse (e.g.
child's relationship with the perpetrator, the use of
coercion or force, frequency, duration and the nature of
the sexual acts) have an effect on the child victim.
According to this model and Browne and Finkelhor 's (1986)
review of the research literature, traumatic sexualization
and powerlessness are most central in the etiology of
sexual offending among CSA survivors.
Friedrich (1990) faults Finkelhor 's model for relying
"primarily on the child's initial cognitive appraisal of
the act(s) of abuse" (p. 3). He offers a model based on a
systemic view of coping which emphasizes the active nature
of the child's, family's and community's adaptation before,
during, and after the sexual abuse trauma (see Figure 1).
As his model adds the dimension of time as well as
17
Friedrich's Schema for Coping Model
(Friedrich, 1990, p. 6)
Figure 1
18
individual and contextual factors, to Finkelhor's trauma
factors, it can better account for the variability in
children s coping across time, and the strong protective
effects of parental support and social integration.
Etiology of Adolescent Sexual Offending
Burgess, Hartman, McCormack and Grant (1988) have
developed a cognitive-behavioral model of the victim to
victimizer process among CSA survivors. Their model
postulates four phases, each denoting a circumscribed time
period in the traumatic abuse experience and accompanied by
particular modes of information-processing. The second
phase, corresponding with the period of the abuse before
disclosure, involves the child's trauma learning and is
central to the development of sexual offending. These
authors find that if disclosure is delayed, the trauma is
encapsulated and replayed through either "direct
reenactments . . . where the victim responds to others as if
the trauma is ongoing" or "a repetition of the traumatic
event with the victim vacillating between behaviors of the
victim or of the offender" (p. 406). Further, they report
that "if the trauma learning process is not disrupted, it
is reinforced by the acting-out behavior and . . . the
ability to distinguish between victim and offender becomes
blurred and identification is almost entirely with the of-
fender" (p. 406). This model's fit with the research
findings highlighted above cannot be determined until more
19
research is performed comparing the time lapse between
abuse and disclosure for girls and boys, non-offending and
offending CSA survivors, and children with and without high
degrees of parental and social support.
Becker (1988) offers another cognitive-behavioral
model of the etiology of adolescent sexual offending. She
delineates individual characteristics (impulse control
disorder, conduct disorder, limited cognitive abilities,
history of physical or sexual abuse), family variables
(coercive sexual or physical behavior, belief system which
is supportive of coercive sexual behaviors, emotional or
physical neglect) and social environmental factors
(societal support of coercive sexual behavior and
sexualization of children, antisocial peer group). Her
model cannot explain the differential development of sexual
offending because it simply relies on correlates of
adolescent sexual offending. The observed correlation
could in fact be a direct effect of CSA victimization which
usually precedes adolescent sexual offending.
Finkelhor's (1984) model regarding the etiology of
sexual offending utilizes cognitive, behavioral,
psychodynamic and feminist ideas. He postulates four
preconditions that must be met before sexual abuse can
occur. The first two preconditions— (1) motivation to
sexually abuse, and (2) overcoming internal inhibitors--
refer primarily to characteristics of the individual
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offender, while the third and fourth preconditions-- (3)
overcoming external inhibitors, and (4) overcoming child's
resistance-- refer primarily to characteristics of the
environment and the victim. Emotional congruence of
relating sexually to a child, sexual arousal to children,
and blockage of alternative sources of sexual gratification
are seen as the three possible components of the motivation
to sexually abuse, each of which may be effected by a
history of CSA. While these first two preconditions
describe individual characteristics, Finkelhor has identi-
fied numerous contextual factors which contribute to their
development (e.g. "masculine requirement to be dominant and
powerful in sexual relationships," "erotic portrayal of
children in advertising, " "male tendency to sexualize all
emotional needs," "ideology of patriarchal prerogatives for
fathers," "erosion of social networks," p.56). These
factors provide a partial explanation of the predominance
of boys among adolescent sex offenders, and the protective
function of parental and social support.
Psychoanalytic Accounts and Theory
Since the Rorschach test simply provides a sample of
an individual's perceptions and projections, psychoanalytic
theory which focuses on individual development and
functioning should generate useful concepts and
observations for framing this study's research questions.
Once again, although there are some psychodynamic accounts
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of the impact of CSA, there are none which fully consider
the differential development of childhood sexual offending.
Also, despite the fact that many psychodynamic theorists
have written about the sexual perversions, the subject of
^^olsscent sexual offending in particular has received
scant attention. Instead, psychoanalytic writing on sexual
perversions has focused on male homosexuality. The
distinction between consensual and assaultive sexual
perversions has generally been minimized.
Impact of Child Sexual Abuse
Summit (1983) offers a clear psychoanalytic account of
a child's experience of and coping with sexual abuse. He
asserts that there are five categories of the child sexual
abuse syndrome: (1) secrecy, (2) helplessness, (3)
entrapment and accommodation, (4) delayed, conflicted and
unconvincing disclosure, and (5) retraction. He is
especially attentive to the secondary trauma which can
follow a child's disclosure of their sexual abuse. He
finds that boys evidence "an even greater isolation from
validation and endorsement by incredulous parents and other
adults" and that a boy victim is "more likely to turn his
rage outward in aggressive and antisocial behavior . .
.
<because he> is even more intolerant of his helplessness
(p . 185 ) . Although Summit does not focus specifically on
childhood sexual aggressiveness as a potential consequence
of CSA, he does more generally consider aggressiveness as a
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common response to CSA among children. He believes that
the child's aggressive acting-out represents their effort
to achieve a sense of power and control in the face of
continuing helplessness and victimization. Regarding the
intrapsychic consequences of CSA, he agrees with Shengold
(1979) and argues that sexually abused children commonly
develop a "vertical split" in their reality testing. As
explained by Shengold,
If the very parent who abuses and is experienced as
bad must be turned to for relief of the distress that
the parent has caused, then the child must, out of
desperate need, register the parent- delusionally- as
good. Only the mental image of a good parent can help
the child deal with the terrifying intensity of fear
and rage which is the effect of the tormenting
experiences. The alternative- the maintenance of the
overwhelming stimulation and the bad parental imago-
means annihilation of identity, of the feeling of the
self. So the bad has to be registered as good. This
is a mind-splitting or a mind fragmenting operation...
I am not describing schizophrenia .... but the
establishment of isolated divisions of the mind that
provides the mechanism for a pattern in which
contradictory images of the self and of the parents
are never permitted to coalesce, (p. 539)
Etiology of Adolescent Sexual Offending
Four psychoanalytic accounts regarding childhood
and/or adolescent aggressive sexual acting-out were found
and reviewed (Lane, 1984; Limentani, 1984; Lindner, 1954;
Sperling, 1959). Sperling (1959) and Limentani (1984) both
agree that the critical precursors of interpersonally
exploitive childhood sexual deviancies are (a) early sexual
overstimulation and (b) superego disturbances caused by
parental attitudes and behaviors. These conditions may not
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distinguish the sexually offending and non-offending CSA
survivors in this study because every one of these
adolescents have experienced the stimulation of CSA, and
disturbed parent-child relationships are correlated with
types of CSA, including abuse perpetrated by non-family
members (Friedrich, 1990).
Lindner (1954), touched on these issues in his account
of his psychoanalysis of a teenage rapist and murderer. He
eloquently described the dynamics underlying his patient's
violence
.
Toward those smaller and weaker he behaved as he could
not toward those larger and stronger. He passed on
his hurts; he became an afflictor, delighting in pain,
also he learned shrewdness and cunning; and soon he
was accomplished at diverting hurt from himself to
someone else. In sexual activities, where he was once
the target he became the arrow, and on the vainly
protesting forms of others, he discharged the venom of
his frustration, (p. 74)
Lane (1984) discusses Lindner's work with this
teenager and further elaborates a psychodynamic theory of
the etiology of violent behavior among victims of violence.
Like Summit and Lindner, he believes that the violent
behavior represents a repetition compulsion and wish for
mastery. He cites a relevant passage from Freud regarding
a child's coping with a frightening experience. Freud
wrote, "as the child passes over from the passivity of the
experience to the activity of the game, he hands on the
disagreeable experience to one of his playmates and in this
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way revenges himself on a substitute" (cited in Lane, 1984,
P.74).
Applicable Psychoanalytic Theory
There is no readily available psychoanalytic theory of
childhood sexual offending. in order to develop such a
theory, thoughts and ideas must be culled from a variety of
psychoanalytically-oriented theorists. McDougall's
definition of sexual perversion, Stolorow and his
colleagues' understanding of the homeostatic functions of
sexual perversions, Winnicott's theory of the antisocial
tendency, object relations development and transitional
phenomena, and Benjamin's thoughts on the psychodynamics of
domination will be integrated to construct a theory to
frame this study's research questions.
First and foremost, sexual offending is here
understood as an interpersonal phenomenon. As argued by
McDougall (1986),
The only aspect of a fantasy that might legitimately
be described as perverse would be the attempt to force
one's erotic fantasies on a non-consenting or a non-
responsible other. Perhaps in the last resort only
relationships may be aptly termed perverse. (p.20)
This object relations definition of perversion diverges
from the traditional psychoanalytic definition which
emphasizes the instinctual drives as motives of human
behavior and instead regards perversions "as a regression
to an earlier fixation of libido" (LaPlanche and Pontalis,
1973, p . 307 )
.
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Stolorow and Lachman (1980), from a self psychology
perspective, make another important criticism of the
traditional psychoanalytic understanding of sexual
perversions. They argue that while "Freud maintained that
the erotic experience itself has been fixated, " they
believe "instead it's the function of the erotic experience
that is retained and regressively relied upon" (p.148).
The functions that Stolorow and Lachman (1980) attribute to
perverse sexual behavior are "maintaining the structural
cohesion and stability of crumbling, fragmenting and
disintegrating self and object representations" (p.148).
Once understood as an object relations phenomenon, the
etiology and meaning of childhood sexual offending can be
described from this theoretical perspective. Winnicott's
theory is perhaps the most suitable because of his interest
in the antisocial tendency as well as in the development of
object relating among children.
In Winnicott's terms, the sexually offending CSA
survivor can be thought of as exhibiting an antisocial
tendency. Winnicott's theory would suggest therefore that
these youth once had and then lost a good early experience
of ego support. He stated,
It is an essential feature [of the antisocial
tendency] that the infant has reached to a capacity—to
perceive that the cause of the disaster lied in . an
environmental failure . Correct knowledge that the
cause of the depression or disintegration is an
external one, and not an internal one, is responsible
for the personality distortion and for the urge to
seek for a cure or a new environmental provision. The
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state of ego maturity enabling
determines the development of
instead of a psychotic illness
p. 129)
perception of this kind
an antisocial tendency
. (Winnicott, 1984,
While this loss might be indicated by a wide variety of
external events, Winnicott felt that most importantly what
the child had actually lost was the ego support necessary
to develop an integrated sense of a separate self, the
capacity to engage in empathic relationships, and the
ability to use symbols and act creatively.
Winnicott found that "there are always two trends in
the antisocial tendency although the accent is sometimes
more on one than on the other" (Winnicott, 1984a, p.125).
The first trend, represented in stealing, is when "the
child is looking for something, somewhere, and failing to
find it seeks it elsewhere" (Winnicott, 1984a, p.125). The
second, represented in destructiveness, is when
The child is seeking that amount of environmental
stability which will stand the strain resulting from
impulsive behaviour. This is a search for an
environmental provision that has been lost, a human
attitude which, because it can be relied on, gives
freedom to the individual to move and to act and to
get excited. (Winnicott, 1984,* p.125)
The sexually offending CSA survivor is thus seeking an
object, a relationship, and, as suggested by Stolorow and
Lachman (1980), an experience of self with their antisocial
act
.
To further speculate about the functioning and
development of sexually offending CSA survivors, it is
necessary to consider Winnicott 's theory of normal object
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relations development and useful to review McDougall's and
Benjamin's application of his theory to the sexual
perversions. Winnicott posited that in the earliest object
relationships, the object is indistinguishable from the
self and the self is therefore experienced as omnipotent
(Davis and Wallbridge, 1981). He explained,
Imagine a baby who has never had a feed. Hunger turns
up, and the baby is ready to conceive of something;
out of need the baby is ready to create a source of
satisfaction, but there is no previous experience to
show the baby what to expect. If at this moment the
mother places her breast where the baby is ready to
expect something, and if plenty of time is allowed for
the infant to feel round, with mouth and hands, and
perhaps with a sense of smell, the baby "creates" just
what is there to be found. The baby eventually gets
the illusion that this real breast is exactly the
thing that was created out of need, greed, and the
first impulse of primitive loving, (cited in Davis and
Wallbridge, 1981, p.44)
He claimed that a child is ordinarily permitted the
experience of omnipotence by their parents and therefore
gradually develops a capacity for concern as they become
able to "give over omnipotence to external reality or to a
God-principle" (Winnicott, 1984b, p.lll).
As an individual normally (and optimally) grows to
renounce omnipotence and develop empathy, according to
Winnicott, they move from object relating to object usage.
In his words,
The thing that there is between relating and use is
the subject's placing of the object outside the area
of omnipotent control; that is, the subject's
perception of the object as an external phenomenon,,
not as a projective entity, in fact recognition of it
as an entity in its own right. (Winnicott, 1968,
p.222)
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For Winnicott, the child's aggression or destructiveness
plays an crucial role in this transition. He understood
aggression quite differently than his psychoanalytic
predecessors
. Unlike Freud who viewed an infant's
aggressiveness as an expression of the death instinct, or
Klein who thought that infants have an innate envy of good
objects, Winnicott saw aggression as rooted in prenatal
motility and "almost synonymous with activity" (Davis and
Wallbridge, 1981, p.69). In his view, aggressiveness
contributes to the child's object relations development; it
enables his or her sense of having a separate self and of
object permanence. As he explained,
After "subject relates to object" comes "subject
destroys object" (as it becomes external); and then
may come " object survives destruction" .... In these
ways the object develops its own autonomy and life,
and, if it survives, contributes-in to the subject.
(Winnicott, 1968, p.222).
Prior to the attainment of object usage and the
establishment of reality testing, Winnicott posits an
interim type of object relationship which he terms
transitional object relating. According to Winnicott,
transitional objects designate "the intermediate area of
experience, between the thumb and the teddy bear, between
the oral erotism and the true object-relationship"
(Winnicott, 1971, p.2). Transitional objects are
experienced neither as "me" nor as "not-me (Davis and
Wallbridge, 1981). Although "some abrogation of
omnipotence is a feature from the start" (Winnicott, 1971,
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p.2), the infant clearly assumes rights over the
transitional object. In normal development, symbolism
eventually replaces transitional phenomena as the child
moves on to object usage. Winnicott thus summarized his
view of the role of transitional objects in normal
development,
the term transitional object
. .
.
gives room for the
process of becoming able to accept difference and
similarity. I think there is use for a term for the
root of symbolism in time, a term that describes the
infant's journey from the purely subjective to
objectivity; and it seems to me that the transitional
object (piece of blanket, etc.) is what we see of this
journey of progress towards experiencing. (Winnicott,
1971, p . 6
)
McDougall (1986) applied Winnicott 's theory of
transitional phenomena to the sexual perversions. She
argued that these perversions involve a breakdown in the
internalization process which ordinarily allows an
individual to shed transitional object relationships. The
consequence of this breakdown, according to McDougall, is
that "sexuality functions as an anaclitic activity, it is
irrevocably tied to an external object which is detached
from essential introjects, perhaps because these are
missing or highly damaged or dangerous" (p.22).
Implicitly, her account suggests that Winnicott 's
conceptualization of transitional phenomena be expanded to
include object relationships that may not overtly appear to
be comforting or solacing. She recognized sexual
perversions both as a form of transitional object
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relationship and as a projective identification,
regard, she stated,
The [sexual] act becomes a drug intended to dispersefeelings ofviolence, as well as a threatened loss of
ego boundaries, and a feeling of inner death.
Meanwhile the partner and the sexual scenario become
containers for dangerous parts of the individual.
These will subsequently be mastered, in illusory
fashion, by gaining erotic control over the other or
through a game of mastery within the sexual scenario.(McDougall, 1986, p.22)
Benjamin (1988) also begins with and expands upon
Winnicott 's theory in her conceptualization of the dynamics
of sexual domination. Although she differs from Winnicott
by calling the goal of object relations development mutual
recognition between self and other, rather than object
usage, she agrees that relinquishing the fantasy of
omnipotence is of utmost importance. She argues that in
order to cede their fantasied omnipotence, an individual
must accept their dependency and also cede their wish for
absolute independence and control. "The primary
consequence of the inability to reconcile dependence with
independence then," according to Benjamin, "is the
transformation of need for the other into domination of
him" ( p . 54 ) . Like Winnicott, she believes that aggression
embodies the search for a separate other. For the
individual who behaves sadistically, she believes that,
Violation is the attempt to push the other outside the
self, to attack the other's separate reality in order
finally to discover it .... but his search is already
prejudiced by his childhood disappointment with an
other who did not survive. (Benjamin, 1988, p.68)
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Based on Winnicott's, McDougall's and Benjamin's
ideas
,
several additional characteristics of the sexually
offending CSA survivor can now be proposed. The child
offender can be thought of as asserting fantasied
omnipotence and struggling with the issues of dependence
and independence. He has not achieved or consolidated the
object usage (or mutual recognition) stage of object
relations development. His sense of having a separate
self, his recognition of an external other, and his
capacity for concern is significantly compromised. He
relies on his deviant sexual behavior to shore up a tenuous
sense of self and to contain unacceptable feelings of anger
and dependency. He frequently uses projective
identification to defend against anxiety and exhibits a
persistence of transitional object relationships. Finally,
while he may not be psychotic, his reality testing is
bound to be insecure.
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CHAPTER 3
REVIEW OF RELATED RORSCHACH LITERATURE
Psychologists working in forensic and mental health
settings frequently include the Rorschach in the battery of
tests they use to assess adolescent clients, many of whom
have a positive sexual abuse history. Haynes and Peltier
(1983), in a survey of 35 juvenile forensic psychological
cliftics, found that 76.2% of the clinics typically used the
Rorschach test when assessing male juvenile delinquents.
Consequently, significant findings or insight emerging from
this study could prove useful in the field.
There is little Rorschach research which is directly
applicable to this study's population. Four of the five
reports published with information regarding the Rorschachs
of CSA survivors have been restricted to female survivors.
There are only two reports regarding the Rorschachs of
adolescent sexual offenders. Given that both male and
female CSA survivors frequently meet criteria for
posttraumatic stress disorder, the small literature
regarding the Rorschach in these populations will also be
reviewed
.
Rorschach Studies of Child Sexual Abuse Survivors
Only one of the five published reports regarding the
Rorschach responses of CSA survivors included male
survivors. Three of these studies focused on child
survivors (Einbender and Friedrich, 1989/ Leifer, Shapiro,
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Martone, and Kassem, 1991; Zivney, Nash, and Hulsey, 1988).
Einbender and Friedrich used a variety of standardized and
projective measures, including the Rorschach, to compare 46
sexually abused 6-14 year old girls with a matching group
of 46 non-abused girls. They compared scores on seven
Exner Rorschach variables^ and found no significant
differences between the two groups.
Leifer et al. (1991) compared the Rorschach responses
of 79 sexually abused 5-16 year old girls with 79 matched
non-abused girls and observed several significant
differences 5 . Their abused girls "were found to show more
disturbed thinking, to experience a higher level of stress
^ The seven variables were based on Exner 's
comprehensive system for scoring (Exner, 1985): (a) object
relations (the ratio of good human movement responses to
total human movement responses), (b) bodily preoccupation
(the total number of Sex and/or Anatomy responses), (c)
impulse control (a composite index derived from AFR, the
ratio of CF + C to C responses, lambda, and denial of
responses upon inquiry), (d) emotional resources
(standardized D score), (e) suicide indicators, (f) reality
testing (number of schizophrenia indicators ) , and (g)
depression indicators (DEPI).
5 With the Exner system, they found significant
differences indicating that the abused girls exhibited more
disturbances in their thinking and reality testing
(elevations in WSUMSPC6 and X-%), greater demands on their
coping resources (elevated ES), and higher levels of
distress (elevations in DEPI, Sum shading, and anxiety).
Using the Elizur Hostility scale, they foundthat the
abused girls evidenced more hostility in their Rorschach
responses. Fisher's Barrier and Penetration Scale showed
that the abused girls had a greater sense of personal
violation (higher penetration scores). Using Urist's
Mutuality of Autonomy Scale, they found that abused girls
depicted more disturbed object relationships in their
Rorschach responses.
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relative to their adaptive abilities, to describe human
relationships more negatively, and to show more
preoccupation with sexuality" (p.14). After examining the
relationship between traumatic factors (e.g., the number of
incidents, the type of sexual act, the number of
perpetrators, the perpetrator's relationship to the child)
and the Rorschach variables among the abused girls, they
concluded that "the distress experienced by the victimized
children was more related to internal mediating variables
than to abuse characteristics" (p.14). They also looked at
the relationship between the abused girls' cognitive and
emotional activity levels and their experience of distress.
Their results suggest that as an abused girl's cognitive
and emotional activity level increases, so does her
experienced level of distress.
Zivney, Nash and Hulsey (1988) studied the
relationship between Rorschach scores and a traumatic
factor (age at onset of sexual abuse). They examined the
Rorschach records of a total of 80 sexually abused girls;
37 were abused before their ninth birthday and 43 were
abused after they turned nine. They found that five
composite variables derived from Exner's scoring system 6
6 These five Rorschach variables are: "disturbed
cognition" [M- + DV + FabCom], "damaged self-image" [Mor +
Pers], " anxiety/helplessness " [Y + FY + YF], "vague,
primitive body concerns" [Food + Clothes + X-ray +
Abstract], and "primitive development deficit" [H + Hd/A +
Ad (with low X+%) ]
.
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reliably differentiated the early and late-abuse-oneet
groups. Sixty percent of the early abused girls "manifested
a preoedipal form of pathology characterized by: disturbed
cognition, damaged self, and preoccupation with themes of
primitive supply and transitional relatedness" (p.99),
while only 12% of the late abused girls evidenced this
pattern.
In their discussions, both Leifer et al. (1991) and
Zivney, Nash and Hulsey (1988) argue that the Rorschach
makes a unique contribution to the assessment of sexually
abused children. After noting that their findings of
greater dysphoria among abused girls simultaneously agree
with the results of studies based on clinical evaluations
and disagree with the results of studies which used self-
report measures of depression, anxiety and self-esteem,
Leifer et al. (1991) conclude that the Rorschach is
"capable of avoiding a measurement bias [caused by
guardedness or defensiveness] that may have particular
salience for abused children" (p.24). Zivney, Nash and
Hulsey (1988) similarly assert that because "abused
children with preoedipal pathology may not be the ones who
attract the most attention via aggressive and/or sexual
acting-out .... projective tests may play a singularly
important role in detection of these individuals" (p.105).
Meyers (1988) and Saunders (1991) studied the
Rorschach responses of adult women survivors of CSA.
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Meyers (1988) examined the protocols of 10 adult women.
Although she apparently did not use a comparison group or
perform tests of statistical significance, she reported
finding that
there were five consistent indicators revealed in the
structural analysis: difficulty with affect andimpulse control; depression and suicide potential;
^ °kj ect relations; severely impaired bodyimage involving confused sexual identification; and
externalization of blame, feelings of helplessness, ordissociative reactions. (p.207)
Saunders (1991) found similar Rorschach markers of sexual
abuse in a larger study which did include a comparison
group. She examined the protocols of a total of 62 women
diagnosed with borderline personality disorder; 33 women
had "a clearcut and extended history of childhood sexual
abuse" 7 (p.54) and 29 did not. Using a variety of
Rorschach measures, she found several significant
differences between the two groups. The protocols from
sexually abused women evidenced "poor affect and impulse
regulation, breakthroughs of primary-process thinking, ego
weakness and boundary disturbance, dissociative
experiences, and polarization of activity versus
passivity"® (p.53).
7 Defined as having, in the eyes of the subject and
her therapists, experienced more than one or two incidents
of contact or noncontact sexual abuse before the age of 14.
® In terms of Rorschach variables, her sexually abused
women's protocols have more: CF and C; Anatomy, Blood and
Sex; confabulation; her own measure of "atypical movement";
both active and passive movement; and all three of Holt's
aggression subtypes.
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Rorschach Studies of Adolescent Sexual Offenders
Since there are only two reports regarding the
Rorschachs of adolescent sexual offenders (Ginsburg, 1990;
McCraw and Pegg-McNab, 1989), a third study comparing the
Rorschach responses of normal and delinquent adolescent
males (Curtiss, Feczko and Marohn, 1979) will also be
reviewed
.
McCraw and Pegg-McNab (1989) compared the Rorschachs
of 45 adolescent male sexual offenders with a matched
sample of non-sex offenders. Their non-offenders and the
majority of their sex offenders had also committed other
criminal and status offenses (e.g., breaking-and-entering,
shoplifting, burglary, petit theft, grand theft, attempted
armed robbery, disorderly intoxication, runaway, and
truancy). They found that the sex offenders' protocols had
significantly more responses. After eliminating protocols
with questionable validity 9 and controlling for the
effects of response productivity, they found that sex
offenders also had significantly more Anatomy responses.
They assert that their findings support the theory that
"juvenile sex offenders are basically just delinquent youth
and more similar to than different from adolescents who
9 McCraw and McNab (1989) noted Exner's suggestion
that protocols with "less than 14 responses with a lambda
<the ratio of pure form responses to all other responses>
greater than 1.25 is of doubtful validity" (p.549) and
eliminated from their sample 7 matched pairs which met this
criteria
.
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commit nonsex crimes" (p.551). In concluding, they
recommend that future Rorschach studies use some of the
newly developed Rorschach scoring categories.
Ginsburg (1990) conducted an informal study of the
Rorschach records of juvenile sex offenders using Exner's
scoring system and norms. Like McCraw and Pegg-McNab
(1989), he found that the Rorschach protocols in his sample
of juvenile sex offenders contained a greater number of
responses. Corroborating the Curtiss et. al. (1979)
finding regarding Rorschach differences between delinquent
and normal male adolescents, he also found the affective
ratio (AFR) to be elevated among the juvenile sex
offenders
.
Curtiss, Feczko
,
and Marohn (1979) examined the
Rorschach protocols of 38 normal and 30 delinquent
adolescent males. Their delinquent group was comprised of
adolescents whose behaviors had been deemed "severe enough
to require hospitalization or institutionalization"
(p.384). Their offenses included "theft, armed robbery,
assault, rape, homicide, vandalism," sexual promiscuity,
truancy, running away, and drug abuse" (p.384). Thirteen
variables were scored using Beck's system and a linear
discriminant function analysis was performed. They found
highly significant and accurate differentiation between the
groups. However, among the 13 scored variables, "Affective
Ratio" (an indicator of the respondent's reactivity to
39
emotional stimuli) was the only one that significantly
contributed to the discrimination. Delinquent adolescents
were found to have higher Affective Ratio (AFR) scores,
indicating a greater tendency to react to or seek out
emotional stimulation. Curtiss, Feczko, and Marohn (1979)
theorize that this elevation is related to the delinquents'
vulnerability to environmental intrusions, their passive
cognitive style, and their impulsiveness. They conclude
that their results "support the theoretical
conceptualizations of delinquent behavior as an attempt to
negate the unacceptable wish for dependency and passivity"
(p.389)
.
Rorschach Studies of Posttraumatic Stress Disorder
Studies of the Rorschach responses of individuals
diagnosed with posttraumatic stress disorder (PTSD) may be
applicable to this study because psychiatric patients with
histories of CSA are often diagnosed with PTSD and other
dissociative disorders (Saunders, 1991). Rorschach studies
of PTSD have focused exclusively on male subjects,
therefore their findings may be particularly relevant to
this study of adolescent male CSA survivors. Because
Rorschach studies of individuals diagnosed with
dissociative disorders have generally been limited to women
with multiple personality disorder (MPD) , they will not be
here reviewed.
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Rorschach studies concerned with PTSD have focused on
describing the structure and content of the protocols
produced by Vietnam combat veterans diagnosed with PTSD.
The structural findings are quite similar to those found
among female incest survivors. Rorschachs of male veterans
with PTSD indicate low levels of stress tolerance, and
unconventional and often distorted perceptions of reality
(Hartman, et al., 1990; Swanson, Blount, and Bruno, 1990;
van der Kolk and Ducey, 1989).^® Several researchers
have reported that Rorschach responses of individuals with
PTSD frequently depict aspects of their traumatic
experience (Bersoff, 1970; Salley and Teiling, 1984; van
der Kolk and Ducey, 1989; van der Kolk and Ducey, 1984).
Among these researchers, there has been a debate about
whether the Rorschach trauma imagery reflects only
unmodified reliving of traumatic experience (Carr, 1984;
van der Kolk and Ducey, 1989) or whether these images also
indicate other aspects of the subject's personality
structure (Kowitt, 1985). van der Kolk and Ducey (1989)
noted that the Rorschach protocols of combat veterans
tended to fall into "two basic categories of experience
type ... extratensive and coartative"^ (p.263), and that
10 In these three studies, PTSD subjects were found to
make more CF, C and inanimate movement responses. Also
their X+, F+ and D percentages were depressed.
"Extratensive" refers to protocols in which Sum C
(weighted total of color responses) outweigh M (human
movement) responses indicating that the individual focuses
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the extratensive protocols were not only marked by the
unstructured use of color, they also contained greater
evidence of traumatic intrusions than the extratensive
protocols
.
The finding of primarily two experience types among
combat veterans with PTSD fits with results reported by
Cerney (1990) in a pilot study of the Rorschach responses
of both male and female psychiatric patients. She found
two types of Rorschach protocols among patients who had
experienced traumatic loss during their childhoods (most
commonly physical and sexual child abuse). The first type
had a minimum number of color responses and/or a minimum of
minor and unelaborated aggressive responses, while the
second type had a "disproportionately large number (four or
more) of color-dominanted [sic] responses and/or ... a
disproportionately large number (four or more) of
strikingly vicious aggressive responses" (p.784).
Rorschach Research Scales
In the last 20 years, several new approaches to
scoring and interpreting Rorschach protocols have been
developed. Most prominent is Exner's Comprehensive System
(1985). Although this system boasts good reliability,
upon affective response to the environment as his base of
experience" (van der Kolk and Ducey, 1984, p.263).
"Coartative" refers to protocols in which M and Sum C
scores are equivalent and low. The two other possible
types of protocols are " introversive" (when M outweighs Sum
C) and "dilated" (when M and Sum C are equally high).
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validity and a wealth of normative data, it produces "a
myriad of isolated but overlapping variables and ratios
which limit the utilization of the Rorschach in research"
(Blatt and Berman, 1984, p.226). Alternatively, the new
approaches are conceptually derived and "provide the basis
for integrating the multitude of Rorschach scores into more
molar variables that can be scored reliably and that
measure central dimensions of personality organization"
(Blatt and Berman, 1984, p.226).
Some formal features of Rorschach responses (e.g. use
of details, color and form) tend to be difficult to code in
archival protocols due to the often incomplete recording of
the inquiry which followed the subject's responses.
Therefore, not all of these new approaches are suitable for
a study employing archival data. New approaches to
Rorschach scoring which are suitable for the assessment of
archival protocols and which were considered potentially
useful for distinguishing between sexually offending and
non-offending CSA survivors are selectively reviewed below.
Urist Mutuality of Autonomy Scale
The Mutuality of Autonomy Scale (MOA) was developed by
Urist to describe the range of object relationships
portrayed in Rorschach imagery. It focuses "on the
developmental progression towards separation-individuation"
(Urist, 1977, p.4) and "depicts seven modes of interaction,
ranging from mutual, reciprocal engagements to interactions
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characterized by overpowering envelopment and
incorporation" (Tuber, 1989a, p. 146). 12 The MOA score is
derived from ratings of "any response in which a
relationship is stated or clearly implied, whether between
animate or inanimate objects" (Coates and Tuber, 1988,
p.656). The scale was originally validated with a group of
40 adult inpatients, and was found to correlate highly with
ward staff's ratings of observed relationship behaviors
among inpatients (Urist, 1977).
Since Urist 's publication of the MOA, numerous studies
investigating the scale's reliability and validity have
been published. Independent raters using the MOA scale
have demonstrated interrater reliability for MOA scores
consistently falling within the 70-90% agreement range
(Tuber, 1989a). Urist and Shill (1982) explored
reliability for excerpting MOA eligible responses from
protocols and found 94% agreement between raters. The
scale has been found to differentiate between three levels
of pathology diagnosed among adult inpatients (Harder et.
al. 1984), and to distinguish between females with anorexia
nervosa and a control group (Strauss and Ryan, 1987).
Blatt
,
Tuber and Auerbach (1990) focused on the
relationship between MOA scores and interpersonal behavior.
They found that the mean MOA score, the highest MOA score
12 See Appendix A- Urist Mutuality of Autonomy Scale
(MOA)
.
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and the lowest MOA score related to different aspects of an
individual's object relationships. The mean MOA score was
found to correlate with "measures of an investment in
inappropriate interpersonal relationships" (p.725). The
most adaptive MOA score was found to reflect "the capacity
for more conventional and adaptive behavior in social
situations," while the most disrupted score was found to
indicate the depth and severity of an individual's
psychopathology" (p.725).
Several researchers have studied MOA scores among
children. Goddard and Tuber (1989) found that boys with
separation anxiety disorder evidenced significantly less
adaptive MOA scores than controls. Tuber (1983) examined
the relationship between childhood MOA scores and
subsequent psychiatric hospitalizations among 70 adults who
were administered the Rorschach while they were living in a
child residential treatment center. He found that both the
most adaptive and the least adaptive MOA scores
distinguished the children who were later rehospitalized
from those who were no, while none of numerous other
preadmissions and treatment variables successfully
differentiated the two groups.
Ryan, Avery and Grolnick (1985) investigated the
construct validity of the MOA with a nonclinical child
population. They found that MOA scores were "related to
teacher ratings of interpersonal functioning in the
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classroom, and to academic grades but not to either
standardized achievement or intelligence" (p.6). In
addition, they found that "children with developmentally
lower object relations scores were more likely to perceive
powerful others' or 'unknown' sources as controlling
outcomes, particularly within the social domain" (p.6).
Tuber (1989a) also published data regarding MOA scores
in a nonclinical child population. He found that normally
children "gave modal responses indicative of benign
interaction; counterbalanced maladaptive scores with
adaptive representations in 90% of the cases; and avoided
toxic, malevolent responses" (p.146) He confirmed Ryan,
Avery and Grolnick's (1985) finding that MOA scores are not
correlated with intelligence, and he also did not find a
significant effect for age. He did find significant gender
differences "with girls producing significantly more
adaptive and less malevolent MOA scores" (p.146).
Although the MOA has been found to correlate with
ratings of interpersonal behavior (Blatt, Tuber and
Auerbach, 1990; Ryan, Avery, and Grolnick, 1985; Urist,
1977; Urist and Shill, 1982) as observed in hospitals and
schools or as indicated by other psychological tests, there
are no published studies exploring its usefulness in
identifying individuals with an increased risk of
interpersonal assaultiveness. Kaplan (1990), in an
unpublished masters thesis, found no statistically
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significant differences in a small study comparing the
Rorschachs of 8 sexually offending CSA survivors and 8 non-
offending CSA survivors. She did observe a trend toward
sexually offending survivors offering fewer highly adaptive
MOA responses.
Blatt—& Ritzier Thought Disorder Continuum
Blatt and Ritzier (1974) developed a Rorschach scoring
system for rating thought disorder based on psychoanalytic
and cognitive developmental theory. They posit that
thought disorder on the Rorschach test can be seen as
falling on a continuum which ranges from very severe to
minor disturbances in boundary articulation. The continuum
includes contamination responses suggesting self-other
boundary disturbances, confabulation responses suggesting
disturbances of the inner-outer boundary, and fabulized
combinations suggesting boundary laxness. In all, there
are seven possible types of thought disorder. 0 Several
researchers report that they have been able to empirically
establish the scale's reliability (Blatt and Berman, 1984;
Blatt, Ford, Berman, Cook and Meyer, 1988; Blatt, Tuber and
Auerbach, 1990 )
.
13
.
Self-other boundary disturbance is indicated in
three types of responses- contamination, contamination
tendency, and fabulized combination serious. Inner-outer
boundary disturbance is indicated in confabulation and
confabulation tendency types of responses, and boundary
laxness is indicated in fabulized combination regular and
fabulized combination regular tendency types of responses.
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Blatt and Ritzier (1974) found evidence of the
continuum's validity in a sample of more than 700 Rorschach
protocols of psychiatric patients. They observed that most
protocols contained only one type of thought disordered
response, and "if a patient made more than one type of
boundary disturbance response, they were usually in
clusters of either confabulation-fabulized combinations or
contaminations-confabulations
" (p.374). They found a
significant relationship between the level of a patient's
thought disorder as indicated on the Rorschach and the
level of their psychological functioning. Approximately
ninety percent of the patients who made contamination
and/or confabulation responses were diagnosed as psychotic,
while only about a third of those who made fabulized
combination responses were considered psychotic. Using
other psychological test data, they also found greater
disruption of cognitive processes among individuals scoring
on the high end of the thought disorder continuum.
Blatt, Tuber and Auerbach (1990) investigated the
relationship between MOA and thought disorder scores in a
sample of 90 psychiatric inpatients. They found
significant positive correlations between the cumulative
thought disorder score and both the mean and the most
disrupted MOA scores.
There are no published studies regarding the use of
this scale with adolescents or in predicting interpersonal
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assaultiveness. Kaplan (1990) examined thought disorder
scores using the Blatt & Ritzier continuum in her
unpublished Rorschach study of sexually offending and non-
offending CSA survivors. The non-offending survivors were
found to have significantly lower thought disorder scores
than sexually offending survivors and a matched group of
non-abused youth.
Cooper & Arnow Rorschach Defense Scale
In addition to the scales that have been developed for
measuring Rorschach indications of internalized object
relations and thought disorder, scales have been developed
for measuring Rorschach indications of psychological
defense mechanisms. The Rorschach criteria for scoring
defenses mainly pertain to the content of responses and
therefore might be appropriately applied to archival data.
Cooper & Arnow' s Rorschach defense scale measures 15
defenses: higher level denial, isolation,
intellectualization, reaction formation, rationalization,
pollyannish denial, repression, devaluation, primitive
idealization, projective identification, splitting,
omnipotence, projection, massive denial, and hypomanic
denial (Cooper and Arnow, 1990). They found the scale to
have moderate reliability; "intraclass correlation
coefficients for the interrater reliability of each defense
range from .45 to .80, with a median of .62" (Cooper, Perry
and Arnow, 1988, p.193). The scale's discriminant validity
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was researched by examining the correlations between the
defense mechanisms and borderline, bipolar and antisocial
personality diagnostic variables. Although their
discriminant function analysis failed to discriminate
between bipolar, antisocial and borderline personality
disorders, significant relationships were found between the
presence of devlauation, projection, splitting and
hypomanic denial, and measures of borderline
psychopathology (Cooper, Perry and Arnow, 1988). Cooper,
Perry and O'Connell (1990) conducted a longitudinal study
of the relationship between Rorschach ratings of defense
mechanisms and later levels of depression, anxiety and
psychosocial role functioning. Overall, they found that
while
"defenses were less powerful predictors than a
descriptively oriented assessment done at study intake
.... devaluation and, to a less degree, projection
were associated with poor outcome in areas of
affective disturbance and social relations, whereas
intellectualization, isolation, reaction formation,
and pollyannish denial were associated with better
outcome on these measures" (p.2).
Lerner and Lerner have also developed a scale for
assessing primitive defenses in Rorschach protocols (1980).
A major difference between their scale and Cooper & Arnow'
s
Rorschach Defense Scale is that Lerner & Lerner score only
human figure responses. Cooper & Arnow, like Urist, find
this limiting and include other types of responses
(animals, inanimate objects, etc.). Another difference is
that Cooper & Arnow provide for the scoring of omnipotence
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while Lerner & Lerner do not. Lerner (1990) compared the
validity of these Rorschach defense scales and found an
overall pattern of results indicating the Cooper [& Arnow]
Scale s greater effectiveness in distinguishing outpatient
groups and the Lerner & Lerner Scale's in distinguishing
inpatient groups" (p.42). He also noted that the
intercorrelations between defenses were much lower with the
Cooper & Arnow scale and therefore indicate "the superior
psychometric properties of the Cooper Scale" (p.42).
There are no published studies regarding the use of
the Cooper & Arnow Rorschach Defense Scale with adolescents
or in predicting interpersonal behavior. Gacono (cited in
Lerner, 1990) compared subgroups of antisocial offenders
using Cooper St Arnow' s scale and found a trend toward the
high psychopathy group having more prestage splitting,
total splitting, omnipotence and devaluation than the lower
psychopathy groups.
Saunders Atypical Movement Score
Saunders (1991), in her study of adult female CSA
survivors, developed two novel scores for "identifying
signs of dissociative symptoms on the Rorschach" (p.55).
Although she did not find significant results with one of
these scores, she did find statistically significant
differences with her "atypical movement" score. CSA
survivors had more atypical movement responses than
comparison subjects. Atypical movement is scored relative
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to human, animal and inanimate movement and is indicated in
responses where (a) the action has been temporally
disrupted "so that it is perceived and described as either
having occurred in the past, being about to occur in the
future, or being frozen or in a state of suspension"
(p.55), and/or (b) there is "an implicit reference to an
agent of the action without this agent actually being
identifiable in the perceptual data of the inkblot" (p.55).
There are no other studies using this scale, so no
further information is available regarding this measure's
validity. Saunders (1991) did not report evidence
regarding the measure's reliability.
Greenberg et . al. Transitional Object Scale (TOS)
Greenberg, Craig, Seidman, Cooper and Teele (1985)
developed a Rorschach scale for distinguishing between
"individuals with a schizophrenic disorder and individuals
prone to brief psychotic episodes who have a borderline
personality organization" (p.81). They set out to test the
"hypothesis that the transitional object 'mode' is
paradigmatic for the manner in which the borderline patient
relates to all objects, animate and inanimate" (p.86).
They were able to establish acceptable levels of interrater
reliability with the scale they developed to rate the
presence of transitional phenomena in Rorschach protocols.
Regarding the scale's validity, they found that borderline
patients scored more than 4 times higher than
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schizophrenics and 9 times higher than character disordered
patients
.
Unfortunately
,
the Transitional Object Scale is biased
toward counting only those transitional objects which are
easily recognized as solacing (e.g. cute little koala
bears, comforting blue color, etc.). Greenberg et al. have
not considered the argument made by Stolorow and Lachman
(1980), that some individuals paradoxically feel comforted
by menacing and threatening object relationships. This
bias may be a serious limitation in this study, given the
theory that the sexual offenses of CSA survivors may
represent attempts to regulate their experience with
controlling and dangerous transitional-object
relationships
.
Greenberg et al.'s Transitional Object Scale has not
been further validated nor has it been used with
adolescents. Because of limited information regarding the
scale's psychometric properties as well as the fact that
the scale is biased toward overtly comforting transitional
objects, it may be most appropriate to include this scale
among the measures used in this study's exploratory data
analysis
.
Elizur Anxiety and Hostility Scales,
Elizur (1949) developed scales for measuring trait
anxiety and hostility as expressed in the Rorschach. The
reliability of both the anxiety and hostility scales have
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been well established by previous research (Aronow and
Reznikoff, 1976). Interrater reliability coefficients have
ranged from .77 to .99 (Aronow and Reznikoff, 1976). The
anxiety scale's validity has been established by research
documenting its relationship to "ratings of anxiety by self
and others, and to specific symptomatology associated with
anxiety" (Aronow and Reznikoff, 1976, p.93). It has not
proven to be related to prognosis or diagnosis. The
validity of the hostility scale has been less clearly
established, at least partially due to the fact that other
researchers have often developed their own hostility scales
instead of using and investigating the validity of
Elizur ' s
.
There are a handful of studies which have found the
Elizur hostility and anxiety scales to describe group
differences which are relevant to this study. Leifer,
Shapiro, Martone and Kassem (1991) found high anxiety and
hostility scores to distinguish sexually abused from non-
abused 5-16 year old girls. Gorlow, Zimet and Fine (1952)
found their sample of 13 delinquent adolescents to have
significantly higher anxiety and hostility scores than
their 13 matched control subjects. Wolf (1957) was able to
discriminate between male neuropsychiatric patients with
and without acting-out histories on the basis of their
hostility scores.
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Fisher & Cl eve land Barrier and Penetration Scales
Fisher & Cleveland (1968) developed their Barrier and
Penetration scales for rating "definiteness of body
boundaries" (Aronow and Reznikoff, 1976, p.lll) in their
intensive study of Rorschach responses among patients with
rheumatoid arthritis. The Barrier scale was designed to
register responses in which the boundaries or peripheries
of percepts are emphasized, while the Penetration scale was
designed to register responses in which boundary breakdown
or fragility is depicted. The reliability of both scales
has been well established by previous research; interrater
reliability coefficients have ranged from .82 to .99
(Aronow and Reznikoff, 1976; Fisher and Cleveland, 1968).
Barrier scores have been related to "location of
psychosomatic disorder, sensitivity to external versus
internal bodily events, ... reaction to stress, ... and
measures of social interaction (Aronow and Reznikoff, 1976,
p.139). On the other hand, Penetration scores have "often
been shown not to relate consistently to relevant criteria"
(Aronow and Reznikoff, 1976, p.139). Some possible
explanations offered by researchers regarding the problems
they encountered in validating the Penetration scale are
that the scale may be sensitive to situational body
concerns, and that it may be "a heterogeneous measure that
encompasses percepts suggestive of both boundary
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indefiniteness and awareness of body interior" (Aronow and
Reznikof f , 1976).
Merceron, Husain & Rossel Elements of Perverse Personal ii-y
Merceron, Husain & Rossel (1988) have developed a
clear and detailed list of what they believe are "prominent
elements in perverse personality > organizations" (p.378)
as reflected in the Rorschach. They organized these
elements into six categories
— (1) overempahsis on certain
body parts or postures, (2) fetishistic contents, (3)
disavowal or defensive reactions to eventual perception of
deficiency, (4) distortion fo the patient-examiner
relationship, (5) suppression, and (6) disorders of the
symbolic function. Unfortunately, they have found
Rorschach scoring systems to be " reductionistic , " and
consequently have not developed a scale whose reliability
and validity could be tested. Although their list could
easily be translated into a scale, there is no evidence to
indicate the level of such a measure's reliability or
validity
.
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CHAPTER 4
RESEARCH HYPOTHESES AND QUESTIONS
This research was designed to address several
hypotheses and questions. Because there has been so little
study of male CSA survivors, adolescent sexual offenders,
and the relationship between these two groups, there was
very little previous research to guide the formulation of
hypotheses and questions. Consequently, this project was
intended to be exploratory and to generate as well as test
hypotheses. The Comparison group of non-abused non-
offending adolescents was included in this study primarily
to provide a context for interpreting the differences
between the two groups of adolescent male sexually
offending and non-offending CSA survivors. Therefore, the
focus of the hypotheses and questions was on the
relationship between the two CSA groups. The hypotheses
and questions were generally framed in terms of what might
distinguish the offenders from the non-offenders. This
followed from the recognition that the non-offenders were a
more heterogeneous group of CSA survivors. While the
offenders all exhibited at least one similarity in their
coping with their abuse (namely that they subsequently
repeated their abuse against another child), the non-
offenders were distinguished only by the fact that they
refrained from this one particular coping strategy.
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The hypotheses were organized conceptually as they
pertain to affective reactivity, object relations, thought
disorder, defense mechanisms, and self-image. Those
hypotheses which were generated by the author's earlier
study with a portion of this sample (Kaplan, 1990) are
bracketed in order to distinguish them from the other
hypotheses. Henceforward, the 3 groups will be thus
abbreviated and denoted: Sexually offending CSA survivors
(SO-S), Non-Offending CSA survivors (NO-S), and Comparison
subjects (C)
.
Hypotheses
(1) Affective Reactivity:
SO-S and NO-S subjects differ in their capacity
for managing their experience of affective
stimulation as reflected in the following scores:
Affective Ratio (AFR), Experience Balance (EB),
and the number of responses (R).
(2) Object Relations:
Reciprocal interactions (MOA score = 1) are more
common among NO-S than SO-S subjects.
MOA responses in the intermediate range (scored 3
and 4) are more common among SO-S than NO-S
subjects suggesting a greater concern with
dependency
.
MOA responses in the maladaptive range (score 5-
7) are more common among SO-S than NO-S subjects.
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[ Ahuman" destruction responses (MOA score = 7 )
are more common among NO-S than SO-S subjects
suggesting their lesser identification with the
aggressor.
]
[Maladaptive MOA responses (MOA score = 5-7) are
more frequently offered by NO-S subjects on Cards
II and VIII and by SO-S subjects on Cards I and
X.]
SO-S subjects have less adaptive mean MOA (MOAX)
scores
.
The lowest object relations score (LORS) is
greater, reflecting poorer object relations,
among SO-S subjects.
(3) Thought Disorder:
The number of responses scored for thought
disorder (TDR) is greater among SO-S than NO-S
subjects
.
Cumulative thought disorder scores (THOT) are
greater among SO-S than NO-S subjects,
subjects
Responses scored for contamination (CONTAM),
contamination tendency (CONTAMTEN), and serious
fabulized combination (FCS) are more common among
SO-S than NO-S subjects indicating more severe
boundary disturbances.
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(4) Defense Mechanisms:
Projective identification, devaluation,
omnipotence (OMNIP), and dissociation (indicated
by atypical movement or AM) is more common among
SO-S than NO-S subjects.
(5) Self-Perception:
Morbid imagery (MOR) is more common among SO-S
and NO-S than C subjects reflecting CSA
survivors' greater identification with a damaged
self
.
(6) Overall:
SO-S and NO-S subjects' Rorschach performances
are so different with regard to object relations
(MOA), thought disorder (THOT), psychological
defense mechanisms (PI, OMNIP, DEV, AM), self-
perception (MOR)
,
and affective reactivity (AFR,
EB, R) that a single equation can be developed to
differentiate them on the basis of their
Rorschach performance.
Exploratory Data Analysis Questions
(1) Does the MOA scale ignore important aspects of the
quality of object relationships which might
distinguish the responses of SO-S and NO-S subjects?
(2) Is there any indication that the following Rorschach
measures could tap reliable differences between the
SO-S and NO-S groups: Greenberg et. al. Transitional
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Object Scale (TOS), Elizur Hostility and Anxiety
Scales (HOS and ANX), Fisher & Cleveland Barrier and
Penetration Scales (BARR and PENET), and Merceron,
Husain & Rossel Elements of Perverse Personality
(PERV)
?
(3) Do SO-S subjects have higher TOS and PERV scores
indicating the arrest of their object relations
development at the stage of transitional object
relating
.
(4) Do any of these measures (TOS, HOS, ANX, BARR, PENET,
PERV) offer new information about group differences,
or do they merely reflect object relations, thought
disorder, and/or psychological defense differences
already detected by the above Rorschach variables?
(4) Are there any differences in the types of transitional
object relationships depicted by SO-S and NO-S
subjects? Specifically, do SO-S subjects depict more
menacing or violent transitional object relationships?
(5) Does the presence of physically assaultive subjects in
the NO-S group confound the analysis of differences
between NO-S and SO-S subjects?
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CHAPTER 5
METHOD
Subjects
The Rorschach protocols of 51 boys between the ages of
12 and 17 were included in this study. The protocols and
information regarding the boys' offense and victimization
histories 14 were collected from 9 psychologists who
submitted a total of 81 protocols. The number of protocols
contributed by each psychologist ranged from 2 to 22. The
psychologists were asked for Rorschach protocols containing
at least 14 responses from boys 12-18 years old. Initially
a sexually abused sample was solicited, and a minimum of 18
months was required between the time of victimization and
the time of Rorschach testing. Later, a comparison group
of non-sexually abused, non-assaultive protocols was
sought
.
The 51 protocols were selected to form three
comparable groups. Figure 2 graphically depicts the
relationship among the 3 groups and the populations from
which they were drawn. The first group is comprised of 17
boys who were sexually abused and have not committed sexual
offenses (Non-Offending CSA Survivors or NO-S). The second
group is comprised of 17 boys who were sexually abused and
later committed sexual offenses (Sexually-Offending CSA
Survivors or SO-S). The third group (Comparison or C) is
14
. See Appendix F for "Rorschach Study Face Sheet".
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Selected Sample:
Populations
:
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Selected Sample and Relationship Between NO-S, SO-S and C
Figure 2
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comprised of 17 boys who were not sexually abused and have
not committed sexual offenses. The sample size was
dictated by the limited availability of Rorschachs from
sexually abused boys without sexual offending histories.
Only 17 of the 19 NO-S protocols contributed to this study
met all of the qualifying criteria. Table 1 summarizes
each participating psychologists' Rorschach protocol
contribution to this project. Twenty of the selected
protocols were also selected in Kaplan's (1990) study.
Table 2 provides information regarding the percentage of
protocols in each group which are new to this study.
Table 1
Rorschach Protocols Contributed and Selected
for Sample
v
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Table 2
Percentage of New Protocols by Group
Percentaae New
NO-S 53%
SO-S 65%
C 65%
The psychologists who tested the boys in the
Comparison group did not suspect that any of these boys had
been molested. Similarly, the psychologists who tested the
Non-Offending CSA Survivors expressed confidence in their
impressions that these boys had not committed sexual
offenses
.
An effort was made to match the 3 groups on race, age
at testing, and to approximately match the two abused
groups on their age at the time of their first sexual
victimization. All of the subjects were matched on race
and age except for one white Comparison subject who is
matched for age with 2 black CSA survivors. All of the
boys were between 12 and 17 at the time of testing, with
their average age being 14.8. Thirty-five boys were
referred for testing in order to answer questions related
to their psychological treatment and/or placement in a
foster home, group home, or residential facility. Ten boys
were referred for testing because their parents, teachers
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or social workers were worried about them, and 2 boys were
tested in connection with civil suits stemming from their
sexual abuse (see Table 3).
All of the CSA survivors experienced a contact abuse
at least 18 months prior to their psychological testing.
Thirty-one of the 34 boys in the NO-S and SO-S groups
clearly disclosed their abuse before they were tested. It
is not known whether the 3 remaining boys had disclosed
their abuse before testing. The boys were abused by their
fathers
,
step-fathers, foster fathers, friends of their
Table 3
Reason for Psychological Testing by Group
REASON FOR TESTING NO-S SO-S C POOLED
PLACEMENT/TREATMENT
DETERMINATIONS
11 13 11 35
PARENT/SCHOOL/
SOCIAL WORKER WORRIES
2 2 6 10
CIVIL LITIGATION 2 — — 2
UNKNOWN 2 2 -- 4
parents, babysitters, teachers, counselors, employers and
other friends and relatives (see Table 4). They were
between 4 and 15 years old when they were first abused.
Their mean age at first sexual victimization is 8.8. Seven
boys (5 Non-Offending CSA Survivors and 2 Sexually-
Offending CSA Survivors) were abused by more than one
perpetrator. There are indications that 2 more boys (one
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from each of the CSA survivor groups) may have also had
multiple perpetrators.
Table 4
Offender's Relationship to Child
NO-S «SO-S
PARENT/STEP-PARENT 3 2
PARENT'S FRIEND/LOVER 3 3
FRIEND'S PARENT 1
OTHER RELATIVE/FAMILY FRIEND 2 8
COUNSELOR/TEACHER/EMPLOYER/
BABYSITTER/FOSTER-PARENT
6 1
SIBLING/FOSTER SIBLING — 2
NO RELATIONSHIP 1 1
Note : The SO-S column totals 15 because there was no
information regarding the relationship with 2 SO-S
subjects. The NO-S column totals 18 because one of
the SO-S subjects who was abused by more than one
offender had different categories of relationships
with his offenders.
Sexual offenses involving physical contact were
committed by all of the Sexually-Offending CSA Survivors.
Thirteen of the SO-S subjects abused younger children, one
abused peers, two abused both adults and peers, and the age
of the victim is unknown for one SO-S subject. Twelve of
the 17 SO-S subjects had admitted their offenses at the
time of their psychological testing. Two denied their
offenses at testing, and for 3 of the SO-S subjects it is
not known whether they denied or admitted.
67
Seven of the 17 SO-S subjects are known to have
committed other, non-sexual physical assaults. Four of the
non-offenders are reported to have physically assaulted
others, and in the comparison group, 4 subjects were
reported to have physically assaulted another person. The
testing psychologists when asked to evaluate their
confidence regarding the non-assaultiveness of the 13 boys
in the Non-Offending CSA Survivor group and 12 of the 13
boys in the Comparison group without reported histories of
assaultiveness, stated that they were quite confident that
these boys had not been assaultive toward others.
Regarding one of the Comparison subjects, the testing
psychologist said that he was uncertain whether the boy had
been physically assaultive.
Rorschach Scoring Procedure
All of the Rorschach protocols were transcribed so
that the raters would not be able to guess a particular
protocol's group. All protocols were scored by a licensed
clinical and forensic psychologist. In accordance with the
research procedures recommended by Weiner (1991) for
estimating interrater reliability, 20 protocols were
randomly selected for scoring by a second rater, who was
also a licensed clinical psychologist. Prior to rating
this study's protocols, both raters were trained by the
author in the use of the following measures: Exner's Morbid
score, Blatt & Ritzler's Thought Disorder Continuum,
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Unst's Mutuality of Autonomy Scale, Saunder's Atypical
Movement score, and Cooper & Arnow's Projective
Identification, Devaluation and Omnipotence defense scales.
After each rater had completed her scoring, scoring
differences were noted by the author. The raters were
brought together and asked to reconsider their scoring on
the responses in question in order to determine whether
they truly disagreed or whether one had merely overlooked
some aspect of a response. The differences which were
attributable to oversight were adjusted to reflect the
score that both raters agreed was most appropriate. The
remaining differences were used to compute interrater
reliability. The data analysis was conducted on the
ratings generated by the first rater who coded all of the
protocols
.
Several extra variables were included for the purposes
of exploratory data analysis. Experience Balance, Weighted
Sum of Color, and Sum of Movement were included when they
were available from the testing psychologist. The rest of
the extra variables were scored solely by the author and
included: Merceron, Husain, and Rossel's Perverse Elements,
Fisher and Cleveland's Barrier and Penetration Scales,
Elizur's Anxiety and Hostility scales, and a modification
of Greenberg et. al.'s Transitional Phenomena scale.
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Rorschach Variable
Urist Mutua lity of Autonomy Sea'll
The MOA scale (see Table 5 and Appendix B) rates the
relationships depicted between animate and inanimate
objects "along a continuum ranging from mutual, empathic
relatedness ( 1 ) to themes of malevolent enqulfment and
destruction (7)" (Blatt, Tuber and Auerbach, 1990, p.714).
The scale's reliability and validity has been established
with adults and children (Ryan et. al. 1985; Tuber, 1989a;
Urist, 1977; Urist and Shill, 1982). The total number of
MOA scores, the mean MOA score, the single best score
(HORS- highest object relations score), and the single
worst score (LORS-lowest object relations score) were
calculated for each subject.
Blatt & Ritzier Thought Disorder Continuum
The Blatt & Ritzier Thought Disorder Continuum (see
Appendix C) is used to rate thought disorder in all
Rorschach responses. It is based on the theory that
"thought disorder on the Rorschach test can be placed on a
developmental continuum in terms of the severity of the
disturbance of boundary articulation" (Blatt, 1990, p.l).
The continuum ranges from disturbances of the self-other
boundary, to disturbances of the inner-outer boundary, to
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Table 5
Tuber MOA Examples by Scale Point
Scale Point 1; Reciprocal Interaction
Two people dancing, sticking their tongues out at each
other
.
Two women turning around to look at each other.
Scale Point 2: Benign Parallel Activity
Two ladies cooking something.
Two people sleeping.
Scale Point 3: Dependent, Leaning Interaction
Two animals clinging to a telephone pole, maybe birds.
Two dead trees leaning against each other.
Scale Point 4: Reflection
One girl is looking in the mirror and seeing itself
[sic] because they are identical.
All these cards are just the same on both sides, two
of everything. Two bears, or maybe it's one bear
reflected in the water.
Scale Point 5: Controlling, Menacing Interaction
Two people fighting, they want to kill each other.
Two witches. They've cast a cruel charm against
someone
.
Scale Point 6: Attacking, Destroying Interaction
Two people fighting, blood all over the place, his
arm's been broken and he's going to die.
A leech, stuck onto that man, sucking up his blood.
Scale Point 7: Ahuman Annihilation
This is something being consumed by fire, can't even
see what it is, just the color of a raging fire.
Debris. It's just scattered things. Maybe a tornado
threw everything apart and it's all asunder, just
the remnants of things.
Tuber ( 1988 ) .
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are
boundary laxness. Seven types of thought disorder 11
scored and can be differentially weighted relative to their
placement on the continuum and summed to form an overall
index of thought disorder (THOT). The scale has
demonstrated reliability and validity in prior research
(Blatt and Berman, 1984; Blatt, Ford, Berman, Cook and
Meyer, 1988; Blatt, Tuber and Auerbach, 1990).
Cooper & Arnow Rorschach Defense Scale
Cooper Sc Arnow (1990) have developed scales for
measuring the defenses of devaluation (DEV), omnipotence
(OMNIP) and projective identification (PI) which rely
primarily on the content of Rorschach responses. The
specific criteria for scoring these defenses are outlined
in Appendix C. The scale has been found to have moderate
reliability and discriminant validity (Cooper, Perry and
Arnow, 1988).
Saunders Atypical Movement Score
Saunders' (1991) atypical movement score (AM) has been
associated with dissociative symptoms among adult women CSA
survivors. Responses in which movement is depicted as
having occurred in the past, being about to occur, or being
in a frozen state of suspension are scored for atypical
15
. Self-other boundary disturbance is indicated in
three types of responses- contamination, contamination
tendency, and fabulized combination serious. Inner-outer
boundary disturbance is indicated in confabulation and
confabulation tendency types of responses, and boundary
laxness is indicated in fabulized combination regular and
fabulized combination regular tendency types of responses.
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movement. Responses in which the action has been initiated
by an agent not itself located in the blot are also scored.
The specific scoring criteria are contained in Appendix D.
No evidence has been reported regarding the score's
reliability or validity with regard to additional samples
or criteria.
Exner Morbid Score
Responses are scored as Morbid (MOR) when the percept
is either attributed a dysphoric state or is seen as
damaged, hurt, destroyed etc. (Exner, 1990). Appendix E
presents the scoring criteria for MOR. It is one of the
many codes in Exner 's system which have proven to be
reliable. It is often considered an indicator of a
negative self-image.
Experience Balance
Experience Balance (EB) is traditionally used to
indicate Experience Type. It is a ratio of the sum of
Movement (M) responses and the weighted sum of color
responses (WSUMC). Given the limitations of archival data,
it was impossible to formally score EB in this study.
Nonetheless, approximately half of the contributed
protocols included scoring sheets. When the testing
psychologist's scores for M and WSUMC were available, they
were coded and included in the data analysis. Following
van der Folk's (1989) example, EB was recorded as the ratio
of M to M plus WSUMC (EB = M/M+WSUMC).
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Exploratory Scores
Greenberg et . al. Transitional Object Scale rros^
The Transitional Object Scale (TOS) was designed by
Greenberg et. al. (1985) to rate the presence of
transitional phenomena in Rorschach protocols. Responses
are scored as indicating transitional relatedness if a
solacing object or feeling is depicted, or if the subject's
response suggests either their loss of distance from the
Rorschach card and/or their confusion regarding the reality
of the Rorschach cards as mere cards. An acceptable level
of interrater reliability was established with the scale,
and the scale's validity has been indicated by research
findings of higher TOS scores among individuals with
borderline personality disorder (Cooper et. al., 1985;
Greenberg et . al., 1985).
A slightly modified version of the TOS was employed in
this study in order to accomodate the proposed theory that
SO-S subjects may use menacing or threatening objects as
transitional objects. Criteria were added to allow for the
scoring of terrifying objects or the experience of fright
analogous to the solacing objects or experiences described
by Greenberg et . al. Appendix F details this scale's
criteria with the proposed modifications distinguished by
bracketing.
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E lizur Anxiety and Hostility Scales
The Elizur (1949) Anxiety (ANX) and Hostility (HOS)
scales are designed to measure evidence of trait anxiety
and hostility as expressed in the Rorschach. The scoring
criteria are provided in Elizur (1949) and Aronow and
Reznikoff (1976). Both scales have been found to be
reliable (Aronow and Reznikoff, 1976; Elizur, 1949). The
validity of the Anxiety scale has been established by its
relationship to other measures of anxiety, while the
validity of the Hostility scale has been less clearly
established (Aronow and Reznikoff, 1976).
Fisher & Cleveland Barrier and Penetration Scales
The Barrier (BARR) and Penetration (PENET) scales were
developed by Fisher & Cleveland (1968) to rate the
"definiteness of body boundaries." Responses which
emphasize the boundaries or peripheries of percepts are
scored for Barrier, and responses depicting boundary
breakdown or fragility are scored for Penetration.
Complete scoring criteria are contained in Fisher and
Cleveland (1968) and Aronow and Reznikoff (1976). The
reliability of both scales, and the validity of the Barrier
scale have been established by previous research (Aronow
and Reznikoff, 1976; Fisher and Cleveland, 1968).
Merceron , Husain & Rossel Elements of Perverse
—
Personality
Merceron, Husain & Rossel (1988) developed a thorough
list detailing Rorschach evidence of perverse personality
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(as a special case of borderline personality organization).
Although they did not present their list as a research
scale, it is well organized and easily translated into a
scale with six cateories. These categories are:
overempahsis on certain body parts or postures, fetishistic
contents, disavowal or defensive reactions to eventual
perception of deficiency, distortion fo the patient-
examiner relationship, suppression, and disorders of the
symbolic function. Appendix G provides an organized summary
of their categories and Rorschach examples, and was used in
the scoring of this study's protocols. No reliability or
validity studies have been performed with these criteria.
Statistical Methods
Descriptive statistics are used for reporting the
distribution of scores within and across groups. Group
differences were evaluated with non-parametric statistical
procedures. Urist's MOA, Blatt & Ritzier' s Thought
Disorder Continuum, and Cooper & Arnow's Rorschach Defenses
are all ordinal scales and therefore parametric statistics
would be inappropriate. R, AFR, MOR, AM and the
exploratory variables were also felt to violate a number of
assumptions underlying the parametric statistical model.
R, AFR and movement scores are not normally distributed in
a normal adolescent population (Exner, 1990), and therefore
were expected not to be normally distributed in the
populations sampled for this study. It was also expected
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that the variance of these scores might be significantly
different in the three groups. The exploratory variables
could also be considered ordinal and were not expected to
generate a normal distribution.
The Mann-Whitney U Test was the non-parametric test
used for making pairwise comparisons and the Kruskal Wallis
one-way analysis of variance was used for making
comparisons across the 3 groups. When the Mann-Whitney
test was used, the Mann-Whitney U statistic and p values
associated with U were reported. The groups were not quite
large enough (n = 20) to warrant using the probabilities
associated with the standard normal approximation ( Z.) .
When the Kruskal Wallis test was used, the Kruskal Wallis
statistic was reported as H.
The only adolescent norms available for comparative
purposes are Exner's (1990) norms for R, AFR, M, WSUMC, and
MOR. In the analysis of these variables, Exner's norms for
14 year old males and females were examined (N = 120).
Differences between Exner's norms and the values observed
in this study were evaluated with the parametric t-test
because there was not enough information available
regarding the normal distributions to permit the use of a
non-parametric statistic.
Child MOA norms are available from Tuber (1989a,
1989b) based on a study of 21 girls and 19 boys between the
ages of 6 and 13 (average age = 10.5). Because adolescent
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norms were not available, and Tuber (1989a, 1989b) found
that the chidren's age had no significant effect on the
pattern, mean or range of MOA scores, a decision was made
to also examine Tuber's norms in the analysis of MOA
performance. Because Tuber (1989a, 1989b) found that boys
produced fewer benign responses than girls, and girls
produced fewer maladaptive responses than boys, an effort
was made to use only the boys ' norms when they were
available. Statistical tests of difference were not
performed due to the small sample size as well as age, and
gender differences in the composition of the normative
sample
.
The power of the statistical tests of differences
between groups is low due to the small sample size (17
subjects per group), and the use of non-parametric
procedures. Significant differences between groups would
be expected to emerge only if the underlying group
differences are large. In some respects this is an
appropriate limitation for the present study because the
Rorschach is generally used to evaluate individuals, and a
finding of small but significant group differences would
not be clinically useful. Given the small sample size, all
results should be considered tentative and interpreted
conservatively
.
The impact of response productivity (R) on other
Rorschach variables was evaluated in two ways. First, the
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correlation between R and each of the variables was
observed and evaluated for significance. Second, the
protocols were divided into three groups of high, medium
and low responders. Then each of the variables were
divided into three groups of high, medium and low scores.
Three by three tables tabulating each of the scored
variables by high, medium, and low responders were
tabulated. Chi-square analyses were performed on these
tables in order to further evaluate whether response
productivity was significantly affecting performance. The
researcher was prepared to implement Cronbach's (1949)
method of controlling for the effects of response
productivity by regressing the relevant variable onto R and
analyzing the residuals by group if it was determined that
response productivity might be contributing to a finding of
significant group differences.
Interrater reliability was calculated by using the
gamma coefficient to compare the two raters' scores on each
of the variables. It was anticipated that estimates of
interrater reliability based on the raters' agreement
response by response would be inflated due to the fact that
a very high percentage of the responses would be scored 0
by both raters. Consequently, interrater reliability for
THOT, AM, MOR, PI, and DEV were calculated by totaling and
comparing each raters' cumulative score for each of these
variables by protocol. Interrater reliability for MOA
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scoring was calculated by comparing the scores of the two
raters on each of the 81 excerpted MOA items contained in
the reliability sample.
Cross-validation procedures were used to test the
hypotheses generated by Kaplan's (1990) earlier study with
a portion of this sample. in these cases, data which was
used in the previous study was excluded from the data
analysis
.
A linear discriminant function analysis was performed
in order to determine whether the protocols could be
correctly classified into the SO-S and NO-S groups based on
Rorschach performance as described by the studied Rorschach
variables. This parametric procedure was used because a
comparable non-parametric method was not available.
Because the variables in this study violate parametric
assumptions, findings with this parametric procedure should
be considered tentative.
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CHAPTER 6
RESULTS
Interrater Reliability
Interrater reliability was calculated by using the
gamma coefficient to compare the two raters' scoring on
MOA, THOT, AM, MOR, PI, and DEV in a random sample of 20
protocols. Interrater reliability was not calculated for
OMNIP as it was scored only twice in the 20 protocols. The
gamma coefficient indicated that reliability in scoring was
highly significant for MOA items, THOT, MOR, and AM. Table
6 summarizes the interrater reliability data. Although
interrater reliability was statistically significant for
DEV and PI, these variables were eliminated from the
analysis because the agreement between the raters on these
variables was nonetheless felt to be insufficient.
Table 6
Interrater Reliability
GAMMA e i
MOA .91 .0000
;
THOT .82 .0000
MOR 00 .0000
AM 1.00 .0000
DEV .56 .0055
PI . 63 . 0357
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Effect of Response Productivity
Before proceeding to analyze the Rorschach variables,
the effect of response productivity was assessed due to its
potential to confound the analysis. The significance of
the contribution of response productivity to the variance
of the Rorschach variables were evaluated in two ways.
First, the correlations between the number of responses (R)
and each of the Rorschach variables were examined. Second,
protocols were separated into 3 equal groups based on the
number of responses in the protocol. Each Rorschach
variable was then tabulated by high, medium and low R. No
significant effect was indicated by either the correlations
or the tables. Therefore, no measures were taken to
control for the effects of response productivity.
Rorschach Variables
Significant differences were found between the 3
groups within the affective reactivity, object relations,
thought disorder, psychological defense, and self-
perception dimensions. These differences were tested
across the 3 groups using the Kruskal Wallis one-way
analysis of variance. The Mann-Whitney test was used to
make pairwise comparisons. No statistically significant
differences were found between (a) NO-S and C subjects, or
(b) C subjects and CSA survivors (NO-S and SO-S subjects
pooled together). The findings are described in detail
below and are summarized in Table 7
.
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Table 7
Rorschach Variable Means by Group
MEAN p VALUES
NO-S SO-S C All NO-S vs SO-S SO-S vs C
R 20.7 26.5 20.0 ns ns .05
AFR .48 .53 .49 ns ns ns
EB
. 63 .48 • ns
M 3.08 2.42 — — ns __
WSUMC .75 2.17 -- —
.02 --
MOAX 2.73 3.45 2.77 .01 (.01) .01
HORS 1.87 2 . 19 1.75 ns ns ns
LORS 3.73 5.06 4.06 ns ( .02) ns
THOT 1.24 6.12 3.24 .05 (.01) ns
TDR .29 1.47 .82
|
.04 (.01) ns
AM 1.06 2.18 .77
1
.04 (.04) .02
MOR .77 1.59 .47 .01 .02 .005
Note : The Kruskal Wallis one-way analysis of variance
and Mann-Whitney nonparametric tests were used to
evaluate the significance of differences between
means. Reported p values are one-tailed when
parenthesized and otherwise are two-tailed. NO-S vs. C
p values are not reported because they were not
significant.
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Responses
Subjects gave a mean of 22.41 responses (R) to the
Rorschach test. The number of responses per protocol
ranged from 14 to 59 (M = 22.4, SD = 10.21). Subjects in
the SO-S group gave more responses (M = 26.53, SD = 13.65)
than subjects in the NO-S and Comparison groups (M = 20.71
and 20, SD = 10.21 and 8.02, respectively). A Kruskal
Wallis one-way analysis of variance was performed and
indicated no statistically significant differences in
response productivity across the 3 groups, H (2, N = 51) =
4.28, p = .118. Pairwise comparisons were performed in
order to determine whether the difference between the
higher response rate of the SO-S subjects and the lower
response rates of the NO-S and C were statistically
significant. The Mann-Whitney Test indicated that R was
significantly different in the SO-S and C groups, U (1, N =
34) = 202, p < .05. In addition, R was compared to Exner's
norm (M = 21.7, SD = 3.36) and SO-S subjects were found to
have significantly greater R than normal subjects, t (125)
= 3.11, p < .01.
Affective Ratio
Affective Ratio (AFR) was quite similar across the 3
groups. The mean AFR ranged from a low of .48 (SD = .17)
among NO-S subjects to a high of .53 (SD = .33) among SO-S
subjects. The hypothesis that AFR would be different in
NO-S and SO-S subjects was not confirmed by the data. AFR
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was compared across the 3 groups (M =
.50, SD =
.234, N =
51) with the norms (M =
.69, SD =.16) and was found to be
significantly lower in this sample, t (160), p < .0001.
Experience Balance
Experience Balance (EB), which was computed by
dividing the sum of movement (M) by the weighted sum of
color (WSUMC) plus M, was available for only 24 of the 34
NO-S and SO-S subjects (n = 12 per group). The hypothesis
°f different EB in NO-S and SO-S subjects was not borne out
by the data, U (1, N = 24) = 90, p = .292. But WSUMC, one
of the component scores, was found to be significantly
greater among SO-S subjects, U ( 1 , N = 24 ) = 33 , p < .02.
SO-S subjects had a mean WSUMC of 2.17 (SD = 2.24) while
NO-S subjects had a mean WSUMC of .75 (SD = 1.23). Mean
scores for M did not diverge significantly from Exner's
norms (M = 4.06, SD = 2.24). Mean WSUMC scores were found
to be significantly less than normal (M = 4.29, SD = 1.98)
among NO-S subjects, t (120) = 5.02, p < .0001.
Urist Mutuality of Autonomy Scale
Frequency of MOA Responses . Of the 1143 Rorschach
responses included in the study, 223 were excerpted for MOA
scoring. Seventy-one of the MOA responses were made by N0-
S subjects, 85 by SO-S subjects, and 67 by C subjects. In
each of the 3 groups and across the entire sample, 18-20%
of Rorschach responses were eligible for MOA scoring.
85
Subjects gave between 0 and 24 MOA eligible responses
per protocol (M = 4.37, SD = 4.16). The mean number of MOA
responses was between 3 and 4 in each of the three groups.
Four subjects (2 NO-S, 1 SO-S, and 1 C) did not have a
single response portraying or implying an object
relationship.
Distribution of MOA Scores
. The sample yielded a
total of 223 MOA scores ranging from 1 to 7 . Table 8
provides sample MOA responses by NO-S and SO-S subjects.
The distribution of MOA scores was examined in two
ways. First, the percentage of subjects with one or more
responses at each MOA scale point was tabulated by group
(see Table 9). MOA responses among Tuber's normative
subjects and SO-S subjects included a higher percentage of
responses scored for maladaptive object relationships
(scored 5-7). Comparison subjects depicted more
reciprocal object relationships (scored 1) than any of the
other subjects. Leaning object relationships (scored 3)
were depicted by a large majority of SO-S and C subjects
and nearly half of NO-S subjects.
The percentage of benign, dependent, and maladaptive
object relationships per protocol was also tabulated by
group (see Table 10). The percentages indicated that half
of the MOA responses offered by the average NO-S subject
depicted a benign object relationship while approximately
half of the MOA responses by average SO-S or C subjects
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Table 8
Examples of MOA Responses by NO-S and SO-S Subjects
Scale Point 1: Reciprocal Interaction
Looks like 2 girls, pigtails, looking at each other.
[NO-S, Card VII
]
Looks like 2 people's heads with a divider in between,
you know what I mean, like they're looking for each
other but can't find each other. [SO-S, Card VI]
Scale Point 2; Benign Parallel Activity
Two people, Indians, sitting down, their arms are
going backwards. [NO-S, Card VII]
Looks like ballet dancers, bowed down, like they're
getting ready to do something. [SO-S, Card III]
Scale Point 3: Dependent, Leaning Interaction
Looks like sky divers in the plane, parachutes ...
hold hands in skydiving. [NO-S, Card X]
A puppy dog begging ... the dog's holding something on
his nose. [SO-S, Card VII]
Scale Point 4: Reflection
The reflection of a pig in the water.
[NO-S, Card I]
A pistol and its reflection. [SO-S, Card VI]
Scale Point 5: Controlling, Menacing Interaction
Somebody dancing and a blue spider chasing them.
[NO-S, Card X]
A wolf . . . back leg getting ready to run or jump at
something. [SO-S, Card VIII]
Scale Point 6: Attacking, Destroying Interaction
Somebody getting their leg blown off.
[NO-S, Card II]
Like a jelly donut that got run over by a truck.
[SO-S, Card II]
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Table 9
Percentage of Subjects with One or More Responsesby Group and MOA Scale Point
MOA SCALE
POINT NO-S so-s C
Boys
'
Norm
1 27 19 47 21
2 87 56 67 47
3 47 88 87 58
4 40 25 13 5
5 7 38 33 68
6 27 56 20 37
7 0 0 7 0
N 15 16 16 19
Table 10
Percentage of Benign, Dependent and Maladaptive
MOA Responses per Protocol by Group
Group
Mean Percentaqe per Protocol
Benign Dependent Maladaptive
NO-S 52% 37% 10%
SO-S 28% 46% 26%
C 35% 49% 16%
Norm: 35% 23% 43%
Boys & Girls
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depicted a dependent object relationship. Maladaptive
object relationships comprised 10%, 26% and 16% of the MOA
responses offered by the average NO-S, SO-S and C subjects,
respectively.
Chi-square analyses were performed to assess whether
the frequency of benign, dependent and maladaptive object
relationships were significantly different among NO-S and
SO-S subjects. Tables 11-13 provide the data as formatted
for this analysis. The hypothesis that responses depicting
reciprocal interactions (MOA = 1) would be more common
among NO-S than SO-S subjects was not confirmed by the
data. The hypotheses that responses depicting dependent
interactions (MOA = 3 or 4 ) and maladaptive object
relationships (MOA = 5-7) would be more common among SO-S
than NO-S subjects were confirmed by the data, X2 (1, N =
34) = 3.78, one-tailed p < .05, and X2 (1, N = 34) = 7.56,
P < .005 respectively. Because only one of the 223 MOA
eligible responses received a score of 7, the hypothesis
that ahuman destruction (MOA score = 7) would be more
common among NO-S subjects could not be evaluated.
The hypothesis that maladaptive MOA responses (scored
5-7) would be offered most frequently by NO-S subjects in
response to Rorschach cards II and VIII and by SO-S
subjects on Cards I and X was not borne out by the data.
Since this hypothesis was generated by an earlier study
conducted with some of the same Rorschach protocols used in
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this study, the analysis of this particular question was
restricted to the 9 new NO-S and 11 new SO-S protocols.
Not one of the 9 new NO-S protocols had an MOA response of
Table 11
Number of Subjects with MOA Response Depicting
Reciprocal Interaction by Group
# S with one or # S without
more M0A=1 M0A=1
NO-S 5 12
SO-S 3 14
Table 12
Number of Subjects with MOA Response Depicting
Dependent Interaction by Group
# S with one or # S without
more MOA = 3-4 MOA = 3-4
NO-S 10 7
SO-S 15 2
i
Table 13
Number of Subjects with MOA Response Depicting
Maladaptive Object Relationship by Group
# S with at one or # S without
more MOA = 5-7 MOA = 5-7
NO-S 4
SO-S 12
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5 or greater on any of the four Rorschach cards in question
(cards I, II, VIII, and X). In fact, there was only one
MOA eligible response which was scored 5 or greater in
these 9 protocols, and that was on card VI. Among the 11
new SO-S protocols, 11 responses received an MOA score of 5
or greater. Only 3 of these were on cards I and X. Four
more were on card II, and the remaining 4 were on cards III
(n = 2), IV (n = 1), and VIII (n = 1).
The mean MOA score (MOAX), the highest object
relations score (HORS, as indicated by the most adaptive
MOA score), and the lowest object relations score (LORS, as
indicated by the least adaptive MOA score) were compared.
Table 14 provides summary and normative information
regarding MOAX, HORS and LORS. MOAX was greatest among S0-
S subjects (M = 3.45, SD = .68) and similar among NO-S and
C subjects (M = 2.73 and 2.77, SD = .80 and .75,
respectively) . The Kruskal Wallis one-way analysis of
variance indicated that the differences between the 3
groups on MOAX were significant, H (2, N = 47) = 8.92, p<
.015). Pairwise comparisons using the Mann-Whitney test
indicated that the difference between NO-S and SO-S
subjects was significant in the hypothesized direction of
greater means among SO-S subjects, U (1, N = 31) = 58, one-
tailed p < .01. HORS differences were neither hypothesized
nor found. HORS varied little across the 3 groups. The
mean HORS ranged from 2.19 (SD = .83) among SO-S subjects
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to 1.87 (SD =
.64) among NO-S subects and 1.75 (SD =
.78)
among C subjects. The hypothesis that LORS would be
greater among SO-S than NO-S subjects was confirmed by the
data, U (1, N = 31) = 66, one-tailed p < .015. LORS was
highest among SO-S subjects (M = 5.06, SD = 1.29) and
lowest among NO-S subjects (M = 3.73, SD = 1.58), with C
subjects falling in between (M = 4.06, SD = 2.80).
Table 14
MOAX, HORS and LORS by Group with Norms
MOA Performance: M (SD)
Group MOAX HORS LORS
NO-S •CN (.80) 1.9 (.64) 3.7 (1.6)
SO-S 3.5 (.68) 2.2 (.83) 5.1 (1.3)
C 2.8 (.75) 1.8 (.78) 4.1 (1.6)
Norms 3.8 (1.1) 2.7 (1.6) 5.0 (1.2)
Blatt & Ritzier Thought Disorder Continuum
Forty-four of the 1183 Rorschach responses received a
score for thought disorder. Only 5 of these responses were
made by NO-S subjects. Twenty-six were made by SO-S
subjects and 13 by C subjects. Table 15 provides examples
of thought disordered responses by NO-S and SO-S subjects.
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Table 15
Examples of Responses Scored for Thought Disorder
by NO-S and SO-S Subjects
Self-Other Boundary :
Contamination
None found among NO-S subjects.
Maybe a butterfly ... red hot antennas .[ SO-S
,
Card II]
Contamination Tendency
None found among NO-S and SO-S subjects.
Fabulized Combination Serious
Looks like a lady with high heels, tits, and a dick,
some lady with a sex change operation
.
[NO-S, Card III]
Ship with ... tail pipes, when a ship ready to take
off, flame from it. [SO-S, Card II]
Inner-Outer Boundary :
Confabulation
None found among NO-S subjects.
Like a snowflake that's started to melt away, this is
what's left ... down here no ink, nothing to stop it
from running. [SO-S, Card VII]
Confabulation Tendency
None found among NO-S and SO-S subjects.
Boundary Laxness :
Fabulized Combination Regular
Kind of looks like two pigs dancing. [NO-S, Card II]
Head of an alligator laughing. [SO-S, Card IV]
Fabulized Combination Regular Tendency
Two people, hands sticking out, looks like they got
wings. [NO-S, Card I]
None found among SO-S subjects.
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The hypothesis that the number of responses scored for
thought disorder (TDR) would be greater among SO-S than
among NO-S subjects was confirmed by the data, U (1, N =
34) - 83, one-tailed p < .01. The hypothesis that
cumulative thought disorder scores (THOT) would be larger
among SO-S than NO-S subjects was also confirmed by the
data, U (1, N = 34) = 84, one-tailed p < .01. The mean THOT
was greatest among SO-S subjects (M = 6.12, SD = 7.28),
followed by C subjects (M = 3.24, SD = 3.58), and least
among NO-S subjects (M = 1.24, SD = 2.80).
The hypothesis that SO-S subjects would have more
responses scored for contamination ( CNTM)
,
contamination
tendency ( CNTMT ) and fabulized combination serious (FCS)
was also confirmed by a chi-sguare analysis, X2 (2, N = 34)
= 6.59, one-tailed p < .05. Table 16 presents the data as
formatted for the chi-square analysis. No subject in the
entire sample offered a response rated CNTMT. It is
interesting to note that of the 2 NO-S subjects with
responses scored for serious boundary disturbance (CNTM or
FCS), both had only one thought disordered response which
received the less serious FCS rating. In fact, CNTM was
found only among SO-S subjects; not a single NO-S or C
subject had a response rated CNTM. Among the 9 SO-S
subjects who had a response scored for a serious boundary
disturbance, 3 had responses rated CNTM, and 3 had more
than one response receiving a rating of FCS and/or CNTM.
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Overall, serious boundary disturbances were indicated in 9
SO-S subjects with responses rated CNTM and/or FCS, 7 C
subjects with responses rated FCS, and 2 NO-S subjects with
responses rated FCS.
Table 16
Serious Boundary Disturbance and Thought Disorder
by NO-S and SO-S Subjects
#S with CNTM #S with other #S without
and/or FCS Thought Pis. Thought Pis.
NO-S 2 2 13
SO-S 9 1 7
Saunders Atypical Movement Score
Sixty-eight of the 1143 Rorschach responses received a
score for atypical movement (AM). Thirty-seven AM
responses were made by SO-S subjects, 18 by NO-S subjects,
and 13 by C subjects. Table 17 provides examples of AM
responses by NO-S and SO-S subjects. A Kruskal Wallis one-
way analysis of variance indicated that there were
significant differences between the groups, H (2, N = 51) =
6.23, p < .05. The hypothesis of greater AM in SO-S than
NO-S subjects was confirmed by the data, U (1, N = 34) =
95, one-tailed p = .037. In addition, AM was also found to
be significantly greater in SO-S than C subjects, U (1, N =
34) = 2.22, p < .025.
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Table 17
Examples of Atypical Movement Responses
by NO-S and SO-S Subjects
Temporal Disruption
Two monkeys on the side ready to kiss
.
[ NO-S
,
Card VII]
Mountain lion, maybe a leopard, getting ready to jump
on its prey. [SO-S, Card VIII]
Looks like someone had a bloody nose. [SO-S, Card VI]
A ripped pair of pants. [NO-S, Card IV]
Absent Agent of Action
A mess, garbage bag torn all over, dog runs around
tearing up people's bag. [NO-S, Card VII]
A cockroach that got run over by a car. [SO-S, Card I]
Exner Morbid Score
Forty-eight of the 1143 Rorschach responses received a
morbid (MOR) score. SO-S subjects produced the greatest
number of morbid responses (n = 27), followed by NO-S
subjects (n = 13), while C subjects produced the fewest
(n = 8). Table 18 provides examples of MOR responses by
NO-S and SO-S subjects. A Kruskal Wallis one-way analysis
of variance indicated that there were significant
differences between the groups, H (2, N = 51) = 10.10,
p < .01. Mann-Whitney tests found that SO-S subjects had
significantly more MOR responses than both NO-S subjects
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Table 18
Examples of Morbid Responses by NO-S and SO-S Subjects
NO-S Subjects
A leaf that's been decayed. [Card I]
The reflection of somebody kneeling down getting theirhead and their eyes cut off. [Card II]
A burnt piece of a map. [Card VI]
SO-S Subjects
A cockroach that got run over by a car. [Card I]
Two bears with foot caught in honey jar . . . bleeding
... sort of looks like leg is missing. [Card II]
Looks like a person with no insides .... he's just
empty, a hollow person. [Card VII]
and C subjects, U (1, N = 34) = 79, p < .02, and U (1, N =
34) = 221, p = .005, respectively. SO-S and NO-S subjects
were pooled together and compared with C subjects in order
to test the hypothesis that CSA survivors would have more
morbid imagery than comparable non-abused subjects. A
Mann-Whitney test indicated that th-e MOR difference between
CSA survivors and C subjects was great enough to be
considered statistically significant, (U (1, N = 51) = 204,
one-tailed p < .03) and to confirm the hypothesis.
Statistical comparisons could not be made between Exner's
norms and this sample on MOR due to Exner's lack of a
reliable estimate of the standard deviation of MOR. Still,
it is interesting to note that Exner's normal mean MOR of
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.61 appears to be similar to the mean MOR found among C
subjects (M =
.47, SD = 1.01) and different from the mean
MOR in SO-S and NO-S subjects (M = 1.59 and
.76, and SD =
1.50 and 1.75, respectively).
Discriminant Function Analysis
A linear discriminant function analysis was performed
to test whether the Rorschach variables could together
accurately differentiate SO-S and NO-S subjects. R, the
number of MOA eligible responses per protocol (MOA), MOAX,
HORS, LORS, THOT, AM, MOR were included in this
analysis. 16 MOAX, LORS and THOT were found to make
significant contributions to the discriminant function
(E> < .02). Predictions of group membership based on the
discriminant function was accurate for 87% of the 31 NO-S
and SO-S subjects who had at least one response which was
eligible for MOA scoring. A second discriminant function
was performed with all of the above variables except MOAX,
HORS and LORS in order to predict group membership for the
3 subjects who did not have these scores. Group
identification was accurately predicted from R, MOA, THOT,
AM and MOR scores for 2 of the 3 subjects without MOAX,
HORS, and LORS scores. Misclassif ications , with both
16 EB and the components M and SUMC were excluded from
this analysis because they were missing in nearly 30% of
the cases, and they were coded by a diverse group of raters
who could not be compared for their interrater reliability.
AFR was also excluded because it was virtually the same
among SO-S and NO-S subjects.
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discriminant functions
,
tended toward mistaking SO-S
subjects for NO-S subjects; three of the 4 classification
errors fell in this direction. Table 19 presents these
classification results. A chi-square test was performed
to determine whether the rate of classification was better
than chance and indicated that the correct classification
rate based on the linear discriminant function was highly
significant (jd < .001).
Table 19
Classification of Subjects by Actual vs. Predicted
Group Identification
Predicted Group Identification
Actual Group NO--S SO-S
NO-S 14 (+2) 1
SO-S 3 (+1) 13
Note : The parenthesized subjects are those who were
classified without MOAX, HORS or LORS scores.
Exploratory Data Analysis
MOA responses made by SO-S and NO-S subjects were
compared by scale point in order to determine whether
important object relations differences eluded the MOA
scale. No systematic differences between the groups were
apparent. There was some evidence based upon an analysis
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of individual responses that NO-S subjects could integrate
some aggression in benign object relationships while SO-S
subjects could not. For example, NO-S subjects offered the
following responses receiving MOA scores of 2:
These look like 2 person . . . trying to fight over
a basket, pulling it from each other.
Two people wrestling.
Two people right here fussing, arguing.
Among SO-S subjects any hint of aggressive feelings
appeared to result in an overtly destructive object
relationship
.
There were some significant differences found between
NO-S and SO-S subjects with the exploratory scales. No
differences were found with the Elizur anxiety and
hostility scales. Although no Barrier differences were
found, Penetration was found to be significantly greater
among SO-S subjects than NO-S and C subjects, U (1, N = 34)
= 79, p < .025 and U (1, N = 34) = 227, p < .005,
respectively. The difference between a pooled sample of
CSA subjects and C subjects was found to be nearly
significant, U (1, N = 51) = 196, Z = 1.86. p = .058. SO-S
subjects scored significantly higher than NO-S subjects on
the Modified Transitional Object Scale (TOS) and Elements
of Perverse Personality (PERV), U (1, N = 34) = 93,
one-tailed p = .03 and U (1, N = 34) = 95, one-tailed p =
.04, respectively. The TOS data was re-analyzed using TOS
scores derived from the orignial TOS (therefore, without
the modifications introduced in this study). The
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difference between SO-S and NO-S subjects with the
unmodified TOS proved to be smaller than the difference
with the modified TOS, U (1, N = 34) = 101, one-tailed
£ = . 06 .
The linear discriminant function was performed once
more with the original 8 variables (R, MOA, MOAX, HORS,
LORS
,
THOT, AM, MOR) plus the significant or nearly
significant exploratory variables (PENET, TRANS, PERV) in
order to determine whether the additional exploratory
variables might provide new and useful information for
discriminating between NO-S and SO-S subjects. The
classification rate did not improve with the addition of
the exploratory variables. There was a marginal
improvement in the classification rate for subjects without
HORS or LORS scores; the additional variables permitted the
3 subjects missing MOAX, HORS and LORS scores to all be
correctly classified by the discriminant function.
Exploring differences in the types of transitional
object relationships depicted by NO-S and SO-S subjects
proved to be difficult. There were very few responses in
which subjects expressd a sufficient attachment to or sense
of ownership over an object to warrant a rating of
transitional object relationship under categories A1 and A3
(see Appendix F for a description of these categories). In
fact, there were only 4 responses in the entire sample
which were scored under A3, frightening transitional
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objects; one was by an NO-S subject, 2 were by SO-S
subjects and one was by a C subject. There were no
responses which could be scored under A4, texture responses
associated with a frightening object relationship; their
absence may be related to the difficulty of establishing
the use of texture in archival protocols. Finally, there
were no responses scored under B', color treated as a
frightening object.
The final issue examined in the exploratory analysis
was whether the presence of physically assaultive
adolescents in the NO-S and C groups may have confounded
the analysis of differences between groups. To this end,
the 4 NO-S subjects and the 4 C subjects with reported
histories of physical assaultiveness were removed from the
sample and then the Rorschach and exploratory variables
were re-analyzed for significant differences between
groups. The results of this re-analysis were neither
systematically nor significantly different from the results
of the original analysis.
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CHAPTER 7
DISCUSSION
The purpose of this study was to determine whether
sexually abused males with and without subsequent histories
of sexual offending could be distinguished on the basis of
their Rorschach records. This study is unique in several
respects. First
,
few studies of CSA survivors have focused
on males or on the intrapsychic correlates of CSA
experience. Although there have been a few studies of
Rorschach performance among female CSA survivors there have
been none with male survivors. Second, studies of
adolescent sexual offenders have also neglected
intrapsychic dynamics. They have typically focused on
contextual factors (demographics and psychosocial history)
and the nature of the youths' offenses. The dearth of
Rorschach studies with adolescent sexual offenders is of
particular concern because this test is so often used in
forensic evaluations of male juvenile delinquents (Haynes
and Peltier, 1983). Finally, this study was specifically
designed to permit the effects of child sexual abuse and
adolescent sexual offending to be teased apart. The two
previous studies of Rorschach performance among adolescent
male sexual offenders (Ginsburg, 1990; McCraw and Pegg-
McNab, 1989) ignored the possible confounding effects of
child sexual abuse history.
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The results of this study indicate that Rorschach
performance is significantly different among sexually
offending and non-offending adolescent male CSA survivors.
Differences were observed in the degree of affective
reactivity, the quality of the object relationships
depicted in responses, the frequency and severity of
thought disordered responses, the frequency of responses
indicating dissociative defense mechanisms, and the
frequency of responses indicating negative self-imagery.
Although not one of these group differences is itself large
enough to be particularly meaningful in clinical situations
where individual adolescent male CSA survivors are assessed
regarding their potential for sexual offending, preliminary
evidence indicated that several variables could be combined
to reliably differentiate adolescents who have committed
sexual offenses from those who have not.
For the most part, comparsions made between sexually
offending and non-offending CSA survivors suggest that the
Rorschach performance of the sexually offending survivors
is the most notable. Not one significant difference was
found between the Rorschachs of non-offending survivors and
comparable clinical subjects, while differences were found
between sexually offending survivors and comparison
subjects on every dimension except thought disorder.
Object relationships and self-image were poorer, and
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dissociative defenses were greater among sexually offending
than comparison subjects.
An important limitation of this study is that the
source and etiology of the Rorschach differences are
unknown. Because these differences were detected after the
reported sexual offending, it cannot be assumed that they
were present as indicators of risk before the sexual
offending. It is also possible that some NO-S subjects
sexually offended after their Rorschach testing, or even
that they had offended prior to the time of testing but
simply had not been caught. Further, it cannot be assumed
that differences between CSA and C subjects indicate CSA
sequelae. These differences could just as easily be
understood as precursors to the sexual abuse. For example,
researchers have found that insecure attachement often
precedes CSA even in children abused by non-family members.
Caution must therefore be exercised in interpreting this
study's findings. It is possible to speculate about the
etiology and course of the differences observed between
groups, but much future research is needed before the
reliability, validity and meaning of these differences can
be determined.
Affective Reactivity
Among the Rorschach differences identified in this
study, differences in affective reactivity are the least
definite and most difficult to interpret. Part of the
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difficulty is due to the diversity of measures of affective
reactivity. AFR, EB, WSUMC, and R tap different aspects of
affective reactivity in the Rorschach and they each vary
with other features of Rorschach performance.
Affective Ratio (AFR) was found to be significantly
lower than average across the entire sample, suggesting
that in this clinical sample of adolescents there is a
marked tendency to withdraw from experiences of affective
stimulation. This finding stands in stark contrast to
Curtiss, Feczko and Marohn's (1979) and Ginsburg's (1990)
findings of significantly greater AFR among delinquent
white male adolescents and among black and white juvenile
sex offenders.
It is quite possible though that AFR may not be a
valid indicator of a traumatized individual's tendency for
getting caught up in or withdrawing from experiences of
affective stimulation. AFR is computed as the ratio of an
individual's responsiveness to the 3 most colorful and the
remaining 7 Rorschach cards. Two of the 7 less colorful
cards contain red streaks and blotches, while none of the 3
color cards contain red. It is quite possible that red may
stimulate affect related to traumatic experience more than
other colors due to its frequent association with blood.
If this is the case with red, CSA survivors who are prone
to getting caught up in traumatic affects could have
depressed AFR's simply due to the stimulation they
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experience when confronted with red in a blot. Even
though several researchers (van der Kolk and Ducey, 1989;
van der Kolk and Ducey, 1984; Salley and Teiling, 1984;
Bersoff, 1970) have identified and analyzed the emergence
of traumatic material in the Rorschach, none have looked at
whether there might be differences among the 10 Rorschach
cards in terms of their potential for stimulating and
eliciting traumatic material. If it were to be found that
such differences exist in the stimulus value of the
Rorschach cards, it could be concluded that AFR might not
be a valid measure for trauma survivors and a more suitable
measure could be developed.
Differences in the weighted sum of color responses
(WSUMC) suggest that NO-S and SO-S subjects vary in their
abilities to manage their affective experience. WSUMC was
exceptionally low among NO-S subjects indicating that they
are motivated and able to tightly control their emotional
reactions. This may be adaptive in the face of trauma, but
the degree of emotional guardedness indicated by the
depression in WSUMC suggests that NO-S subjects are not
merely choosing to avoid expressing feelings but that they
are unable to integrate and organize their emotional
experience. WSUMC was also low among SO— S subjects though
this difference was not found to be significant. It is
possible that they are similar to NO-S subjects in their
motivation to avoid feeling but less able to exert such
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control. Shapiro's (1977) point that "a defensive
avoidance of the color stimulus ... is likely to be
separated by only a very thin line from a passive, helpless
response to it" (p.276) may refer to just the type of
difference observed in WSUMC with sexual offenders and non-
offenders. The only way to evaluate the validity of this
interpretation is to examine the components of WSUMC among
SO-S subjects to determine whether it is comprised of
responses in which color and form are integrated or pure
color responses. Unfortunately, information regarding the
components of WSUMC were not available in this study.
Further research is needed to explore these questions, as
well as to corroborate these findings with a larger sample
in which WSUMC interrater reliability is established.
Previous findings that sexual offenders offer a
greater number of responses (R) to the Rorschach test
(Ginsburg, 1990; McCraw and Pegg-McNab, 1989) were
confirmed by this study. Interpreting the elevation in
responsiveness among SO-S subjects depends on whether high
R is viewed as motivated or unmotivated behavior.
Motivated high R would suggest grandiosity among SO-S
subjects, while unmotivated high R would suggest
difficulty exercising control over behavior. It is
certainly possible that SO-S subjects are both grandiose
and less able to control their behavior. The relative
validity of these two interpretations could be assessed
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only with additional unavailable information, e.g. the
relative percentages of whole, large detail, and small
detail responses, the relationship between form and color
in response, estimates of form quality.
Object Relations
Object relations differences between sexually
offending and non-offending adolescent CSA survivors were
clearly indicated by several MOA measures. Also, the
exploratory data analysis showed the Transitional Object
and Elements of Perverse Personality scales to have
potential for tapping more object relations differences.
Findings with the MOA scale suggested that SO-S, NO-S
and C subjects do not significantly differ in their
capacities for imagining a benign object relationship. The
lack of significant difference in both HORS and in the
frequency of reciprocal interactions suggests that NO-S,
SO-S and C subjects share the "general ability to respond
appropriately in social contexts" (Blatt, Tuber and
Auerbach, 1990, p.725). This points to the importance of
gathering information about unconscious motives and
conflicts when evaluating potential or alleged sexual
offenders. Too often, an adolescent's ability to interact
and present well with authority figures is taken as
contraindicat ive of sexual offending. Or it is taken as
grounds for viewing the offense as an isolated, anomalous
incident. When assessment data is limited to objective
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tests and behavioral observations, there is a strong
possibility that an individual's ability to exhibit
adaptive or normative functioning will be predominately
measured. Then, the chances of finding psychological
^srences between sexually-offending CSA survivors and
other non-offending youth will be minimized.
The similarities and differences between the
distribution of MOA scores in this study's samples and in
Tuber's (1989a, 1989b) normative sample are difficult to
interpret. Although concern with dependency would be
expected to diminish with age, it appears that the
adolescent males in each of this study's 3 groups were more
concerned with dependent interactions than the normal male
and female children in Tuber's sample (mean number of MOA
responses scored 3 = 1.3 and .79, respectively). Given the
small size of Tuber's sample, and the age and gender
differences between the samples, it did not make sense to
evaluate these differences with significance tests.
Nonetheless, the data suggests that excessive concern with
dependency may differentiate clinical from normal youth.
Maladaptive object relationships occurred more frequently
in Tuber's boys than in NO-S and C subjects. It is
possible that the frequency of maladaptive object
relationships in boys' Rorschachs diminishes with age, or
that NO-S and C subjects were motivated and able to
defensively avoid producing responses depicting maladaptive
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object relationships. The frequency of responses depicting
raaladative object relationships was similar in Tuber's boys
and SO-S subjects. It is noteworthy though that the bulk
of the maladaptive object relationships were scored as
controlling and/or menacing interactions among the normal
boys and as more severe attacking and/or destructive
interactions among the SO-S subjects.
SO-S subjects depicted significantly more dependent
and maladaptive object relationships than NO-S and C
subjects. Statistically significant differences were also
found with the summary scores MOAX and LORS
. Given Blatt,
Tuber and Auerbach's (1990) findings with these scores, it
is likely that SO-S subjects are more invested in
inappropriate interpersonal relationships, and that they
have impaired superego functioning, disrupted reality
testing, thought disorder and excessive affective lability.
Differences found with the Transitional Object and
Elements of Perverse Personality scales (TOS and PERV),
provide some tentative support for the idea that the object
relations development of sexually offending CSA survivors'
has been arrested at the stage of transitional object
relating. The observed TOS differences depended on this
scale's modification to accommodate the author's theory
that objects which appear menacing or threatening may be
used as transitional objects by sexual offenders. This
observation may be taken as preliminary support for the
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proposed theory that sexual offenders exhibit a persistence
of transitional object relationships and that terrifying
transitional object relationships may soothe anxiety
regarding the loss of self.
The TOS evidence, as well as the MOA findings suggest
the practical importance of focusing on object relations
development in sexually offending CSA survivors.
Frequently the omnipotence and lack of empathy expressed in
acts of sexual aggression are interpreted as evidence of
"irrational thinking" by cognitively oriented clinicans.
This data suggests though that these "thinking errors" may
actually reflect problems in object relations development.
Finkelhor (1984) may have been off the mark when he
suggested that "overcoming internal inhibitors" was a
necessary precondition for sexual offending. Instead,
sexual offenders may have never developed mature internal
inhibitions against dominating and destructive object
relationships. Additional support for the hypothesis of
arrested or fixated object relations development in
sexually offending CSA survivors can be seen in the finding
of more dependent interations in SO-S Rorschachs. As
succinctly stated by Benjamin (1988), "the primary
consequence of the inability to reconcile dependence with
independence then is the transformation of need for the
other into domination of him" (p.54).
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Thought Disorder and Boundary Disturbance
Thought disorder proved to be an interesting dimension
in that it was found to very clearly distinguish the
Rorschachs of sexually offending and non-offending CSA
survivors
,
but could not distinguish either survivor group
from a comparable clinical group of non-survivors. This
suggests that some evidence of thought disorder might be
commonly found in the Rorschach records of clinical
subjects
.
Compared to NO-S subjects
,
SO-S subjects were found to
offer more thought disordered responses and their thought
disordered responses more frequently indicated severe
boundary disturbances. These sexually offending CSA
survivors showed a greater tendency for disregarding
reality when it contradicted their thinking. The
preponderance of contamination (CNTM) and serious fabulized
combination (FCS) responses in their records suggests that
it is difficult for them "to maintain a differentiation
between two independent concepts of percepts" (Blatt, 1990,
p.l). They were predisposed to impose a relationship
between two ideas, images or objects "such that the
integrity of each object ... [was] maintained in isolation
but also violated by the interrelationship within the unit"
(Blatt, 1990, p . 2 )
.
Though the thought disorder measure focuses on the
organization of thought and the MOA object relations
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measure focuses on the content of thought about
relationships, the findings with these disparate measures
are quite parallel. There are indications that both the
structure and content of sexually offending CSA survivors'
representations are similarly disturbed. In their thinking
patterns and in their interactions, the sexual offenders
failed to recognize incongruities, differences, and the
possibility for negotiation and peaceful coexistence.
Instead, they imposed their needs and wishes without taking
into account the fact that another reality exists beside
and separate from their own.
This study's tentative findings with the Penetration
scale (PENET) provide additional information regarding
boundary issues in these populations. There was clear
evidence that sexually offending CSA survivors are more
concerned about the fragility and/or breakdown of their
boundaries than are non-offending survivors or other
clinical adolescents. Because non-offending survivors also
evidence some concern regarding the security of their
boundaries, this anxiety could be related to sexual abuse
victimization. The magnitude of PENET scores among SO-S
subjects suggests that the persistence of transitional
object relating and their proclivity for ignoring
boundaries may also be defensively determined. Perhaps
they manage anxiety regarding their vulnerability to
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boundary violations or breakdown by clutching to fantasies
of their omnipotence.
Dissociation
The atypical movement (AM) results can be interpreted
as an indication of greater dissociative coping among CSA
survivors (Saunders, 1990). This interpretation is based
on the match between the AM content of discontinuities in
the progression of action, and the dissociative experience
of discontinuities in identity and/or consciousness.
The greater frequency of AM responses in SO-S subjects
suggests that the sexual offenders are more apt to rely on
dissociation and manage intense feelings by exiling them to
less conscious ego states. As a result of their reliance
on dissociative defenses, the mental functioning of SO-S
subjects is probably compromised. Non-offending survivors
would be expected to have more resources, better capacities
for tolerating and accepting their intense feelings, and
more integrated and organized thinking.
Self-Percept ion
CSA survivors were found to have more morbid imagery
than comparison subjects. Still, the nature of the
relationship between CSA and morbid imagery cannot be
determined. If these differences follow CSA experience,
they could indicate survivors' internalization of negative
aspects of the sexual abuse experience, or they might also
reflect the intrusion of traumatic material into the
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Rorschach experience of CSA survivors. It is also possible
that these differences preceded the sexual abuse experience
and constitute risk factors for child sexual abuse.
The results are quite clear though that sexual
offenders have more morbid imagery than both non-offending
survivors and comparison subjects. This may be taken as an
indication that they have more negative self-images and
therefore a greater unconscious identification with spoiled
or damaged objects. If this difference preceded their
offending, it could be argued that their sexual aggression
is related to the intensification of internal conflict and
anxiety related to their more negative self-images in the
context of their difficulty integrating thought and affect.
The act of sexual offending might then be viewed as an
effort to detoxify or purge the negative self-image by
projecting it into or onto an other. This behavior
requires immature object relations functioning as the
individual into or onto whom these negative feelings are
being projected is being dominated and is not recognized as
a separate, autonomous individual. The higher MOR
scores in SO-S subjects could also be interpreted as an
indication of differences in post-traumatic symptomatology
and coping. Perhaps SO-S subjects are more traumatized
and/or less able to contain the intrusion of traumatic
material into their Rorschach responses due to more limited
and less effective internal organization and control.
116
Greater traumatization could be due to more severe CSA or
to negative effects of their sexual offending.
Discriminant Function
The results of the discriminant function analysis
indicated that it may be possible to use the Rorschach to
effectively distinguish sexually offending from non-
offending CSA survivors. MOAX, LORS and THOT should be
considered the most reliable and direct markers of sexual
offending in CSA survivors because they were the only
variables found to significantly contribute to the
discriminant function.
Although the 87% correct classification rate achieved
with the discriminant function appears to be highly
significant, there are a number of reasons for considering
this finding tentative and interpreting it conservatively.
First and foremost is the fact that the discriminant
function was developed and tested on the same sample. The
87% correct classification rate is therefore an extreme
upper limit which would certainly diminish when the
discriminant function is applied to another sample. In
fact, it could shrink to the point of being no better than
chance. A second limitation of this discriminant function
is the fact that only direct effects of variables were
considered. In clinical settings, the constellation and
interrelationships of Rorschach scores are generally
considered to be more important than the magnitude of any
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single score. For example, EB is formulated as the ratio
of movement to the weighted sum of color, and is thought to
communicate different information than communicated by each
factor considered individually. Finally, this study relied
primarily on content-oriented variables. Variables
pertainning to the structure and organization of thought
were relatively neglected. This bias was dictated by the
limitations of archival Rorschach data; extremely detailed
inquiry information is needed to score most variables
related to the structure and organization of thought.
Because differences were found between SO-S and NO-S
subjects in the structure as well as in the content of
thought, it would be expected that correcting the bias
toward content variables in the discriminant function would
improve the function's effectiveness.
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CHAPTER 8
CONCLUSIONS
This study indicates that important intrapsychic
differences between sexually offending and non-offending
adolescent male CSA survivors can be detected with the
Rorschach test. These differences pertain to the degree of
affective reactivity, the quality of object relationships,
the structure and organization of thought, the use of
dissociative defense mechanisms, and aspects of self-
perception. Sexually offending survivors were found to
have more Rorschach responses overall and their responses
more frequently depicted dependent and maladaptive object
relationships. They had more responses indicative of
thought disorder and their thought disordered responses
were more likely to fall on the severe end of the thought
disorder continuum. They also had more responses depicting
atypical movement and morbid imagery which is usually
interpreted as indicating greater dependence on
dissociative defense mechanisms and poorer self-image.
Some differences were noted between sexually abused
subjects (offenders and non-offenders considered together)
and a comparison group of non-sexually abused non-offending
adolescent males with school, parent or minor delinquency
problems. The offending and non-offending CSA survivors
were found to have more atypical movement and morbid
imagery than comparison subjects. Whether this reflects
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pre CSA differences or post-traumatic symptomatology is
unclear.
Performance by the CSA survivors was also compared
with a normal group of adolescent males and females on the
affective reactivity measures. Clear indications of
extreme emotional guardedness were found in both groups.
The offenders' responsiveness in general (as indicated by
R) was also found to exceed normal subjects suggesting
either grandiosity or a lack of behavioral controls.
The Rorschach differences were not large enough
measure by measure to permit the discrimination of sexually
offending and non-offending survivors in a clinical
situation where individuals are assessed. A discriminant
function analysis indicated though that it may be possible
to develop a fairly accurate formula for classifying sexual
offending and non-offending CSA survivors based on several
aspects of their Rorschach performance. The 87% accuracy
rate of the formula developed in this study is a high
estimate having been inflated as the classified sample and
the sample used to develop the discriminant function were
the same. Clearly more research is needed to assess this
formula as well as to broaden the base of variables used in
the discriminant function. Also, other non-Rorschach
assessment data should be considered for inclusion in the
discriminant function to improve its classification
effectiveness
.
120
This study's findings do have implications for
c ^i n ica l formulations regarding the intrapsychic
functioning of sexually offending CSA survivors. The
original hypotheses were based on the theory that sexually
offending survivors have object relations difficulties
which involve the persistence of transitional object
relating and the usage of terrifying transitional objects
for comfort in the face of extreme anxiety. This theory
was supported by the data. In addition, there were
indications that sexually offending survivors can exhibit
socially appropriate relationships. But they also have a
greater investment in inappropriate relationships. They
seem to be quite emotionally guarded and have great
difficulty integrating thought and feeling. Their thinking
tends to be disorganized and they may disregard reality
when it is contradicted by their thinking. Rather than
recognizing incongruities and differences in their
environment, sexually offending survivors tend to impose
their own will and needs on external objects, thereby
violating the integrity and separateness of these objects.
Anxieties regarding their own vulnerability and inadequacy
permate the thought of these offenders. Their sexual
offenses then may be understood as desperate efforts to
deny, minimize or rid themselves of these concerns.
Non-offending survivors may have less painful
feelings, a lesser investment in inappropriate
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interpersonal relationships, a greater ability for
maintaining boundary awareness and differentiating inner
and outer experiences, and a more adaptive, complicated,
and organized repertoire of methods for coping with painful
feelings. Still, they too exhibit limited abilities to
integrate thought and feeling. Also, they are extremely
emotionally guarded, and filled with anxious concerns
regarding their vulnerability and inadequacy.
This study raises a number of questions and issues for
future research. First, it is clear that longitudinal
studies of male child sexual abuse survivors are needed in
order to fully understand the differential development of
sexual offending in CSA survivors. Although this study
identified clear and significant intrapsychic differences
between offending and non-offending survivors, important
questions remain regarding the etiology of these
differences. Since it is not known whether significant
differences preceded or followed the sexual abuse and/or
sexual offending experiences of the subjects, it is also
not known whether the identified differences could be
considered risk factors or effects of sexual offending in
adolescent male CSA survivors. Also, comparisons with
female survivors might be helpful in identifying patterns
that lead to violent acting-out because girls are so much
less likely than boys to respond to CSA by subsequently
offending. Second, there are a multitude of Rorschach
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questions stimulated by this study. Some of the Rorschach
questions are particular to this sample. For example, more
information is needed reqarding WSUMC in this population.
It is not clear whether CSA survivors are able to integrate
form with color in their Rorschachs
. Normative adolescent
data is needed for the MOA and thought disorder scales.
Information regarding the performance of these groups on
the less content-oriented variables would be valuable.
More information is also needed regarding the reliability
and validity of the Transition Object and Perverse Elements
of Personality Scales. Other Rorshcach questions are more
general. For example, is the red in cards II and III more
likely to elicit traumatic affects than the color in cards
VIII, IX, and X? Finally, it would be interesting to
compare the strengths and weaknesses of a variety of
additional psychological tests for describing and
distinguishing differences in these populations. In
addition to improving assessment methods with these
populations, the information could also be relevant in the
development and evaluation of treatment approaches with
these populations.
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APPENDIX A
URIST MUTUALITY OF AUTONOMY SCALE (MOA)
Abridged from Urist (1977).
!• Figures are engaged in some relationship or activity
where they are together and engaged in such a way that
conveys a reciprocal acknowledgement of their
respective individuality.
2. Figures are engaged together in some relationship or
parallel activity. There is no stated emphasis or
highlighting of mutuality, nor on the other hand is
there any sense that this dimension is compromised in
any way within the relationship.
3. Figures are seen as leaning on each other, or one figure
is seen as leaning or hanging on another.
4. One figure is seen as the reflection, or imprint, of
another
.
5. The nature of the relationship between figures is
characterized by a theme of malevolent control of one
figure by another.
6. Not only is there a severe imbalance in the mutuality of
relations between figures, but here the imbalance is
cast in decidedly destructive terms.
7. Relationships here are characterized by an overpowering
enveloping force. Figures are seen as swallowed up,
devoured, or generally overwhelmed by forces
completely beyond their control.
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APPENDIX B
BLATT & RITZLER THOUGHT DISORDER CONTINUUM
Abridged from Blatt (1990).
Self-Other Boundary
Contamination (Score=6)
The fusion of two independent and separate ideas or
perceptions into one idiosyncratic response. Objects or
concepts cannot maintain their independence and become
fused in a single distorted unit (e.g., Card X, a rabbit's
hand)
.
Contamination Tendency (Score=5)
Contamination Tendency is scored both for partial
contaminations or where critical distance is maintained so
that potential contamination response is recognized as
distorted and inappropriate (e.g., Card IV, "an animalistic
rocket taking off- but I can't explain that very well"). A
partial contamination is scored for example when two ideas
are given to the same area of the card and there is a
quality of instability to the separateness between the
ideas (e.g., "they look like eggs, but they are really
lions
"
)
.
Fabulized Combination Serious (Score=5)
Two percepts that have spatial contiguity are given a
coalesced relationship. A relationship is established
within a single unit such that the integrity of each object
is maintained in isolation but also violated by the
interrelationship within the unit. Thus, two percepts are
combined into one incongruous response in which there are
disparate parts within a single unit (e.g., Card II, "a
penguin with a man's legs").
Inner-Outer Boundary
Confabulation (Score=4)
The infusion of a response, sometimes accurately
perceived, with extensive and arbitrary elaboration that
has little or no justification in the percept itself.
Confabulation Tendency (Score=3)
Less severe confabulations in which association
elaboration is not extreme or it is accompanied by some
critical appraisal or delayed recognition of the .
unrealistic and inappropriate nature of the associations.
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Boundary Laxness
Fabulized Combination Regular (Score=2)
The spatial contiguity of percepts are taken asindicating a relationship between the percepts. But each
percept is a separate and independent image with its own
definition and integrity (e.g., Card X, "a rabbit with two
worms coming out of its ear," or on Card VIII, "two
elephants dancing on a butterfly").
Fabulized Combination Regular Tendency (Score =1)
The spatial contiguity defining the relationship is
described with a recognition of its being inappropriate.
It is apparent that the subject is aware of the distortion
and inappropriateness of the response and that he is
intentionally and temporarily bending reality adherence in
the formation of the response (e.g., Card III, "two women
picking up a huge sea creature - they couldn't really").
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APPENDIX C
COOPER & ARNOW RORSCHACH DEFENSE SCALES
Abridged from: Cooper and Arnow (1990).
DEVALUATION
This defense refers to the use of derogatory statements
about others which the individual employs to either fend
off or minimize his own wishes for need fulfillment; this
defense can also mitigate the disappointment accompanying
needs going unmet. Devaluation seeks to tarnish the
importance of one's inner and outer objects.
Indications for scoring devaluation
A. Human or animal figures (parts or wholes) whose physical
(facial features, demeanor, posture, etc.) appearance is
described in negative critical or pejorative terms.
This includes a figure described as ugly,
unattractive, disgusting repulsive, gross, homely,
ridiculous, stupid, weak, sick, diseased, disfigured,
deformed, distorted, defective, funny-looking, rotten,
rotting, decrepit, worn out, useless, worthless.
"A homely face."
"An ugly dog."
"A fat guy."
"A deformed baby."
"A diseased piece of flesh."
"A distorted vagina."
Note :
(1)
. Do not score responses in which a figure is
described as aggressive, e.g. as mean, cruel or
frightening. These responses embody primarily
the projection of aggression rather than an
effort to tarnish an object's importance or
value
.
(2)
. Do not score figures which have been damaged,
broken, etc. when these suggest concerns with,
victimization and should be scored as Projection
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(3)
. Phobic verbalization, (strange, bizarre, awful,horrible, etc.) may express an underlying
devaluation which may be revealed by spontaneous
elaboration or inquiry. When this is the case(e.g., "A strange face." Inquiry: "Because it
looks deformed."), score for Devaluation and for
Phobic verbalization/repression.
(4)
. Do not score unelaborated description such as
odd, different, or unusual as devaluation.
B. Inanimate objects described in negative, or critical
terms
.
"An ugly flower."
"A disgusting-looking piece of modern
architecture .
"
"A really gross piece of furniture."
"A man wearing an ugly coat."
"The Backlands or some such wilderness.
C. Human or animal (whole or part figures) missing body
parts
.
"A bird without wings."
"A body without a backbone."
"A headless person."
"A skeleton."
"A monster without arms."
"A deer without antlers."
Note :
Only score when this is described spontaneously during
free association or when the missing body part is
integrated with the final response.
D. Human figures (whole or part) are described as having
physical characteristics or other qualities of animals.
These are distinct from percepts in which human or animal
parts are combined to create a hybrid creature.
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"That looks like a bosom that looks like a
rat .
"
"A person's face with a sly look. Crafty
like a fox.
"
"A man with the appetite of a bear."
"A man with a bristly beard. I bet he'd
feel like a porcupine."
E. Responses involving human or animals (whole or part)
which entail incongruous combinations in the form of
"composite responses" (Weiner, 1966, p.70). The nature of
the composite response is one in which parts from two or
more separate percepts are combined into a hybrid creature.
Score part-human or part-animal responses with one or more
animal or human features as Devaluation.
"A person, half-female, half-cow."
"A woman with breasts, high-heeled shoes,
and a bird's beak for a mouth."
(Lerner and Lerner, 1980).
"Two people with the heads of chickens."
F. Percepts of humans and animals in which devaluation in
the form of disparagement and rejection of objects appears
to be motivated by envy and revenge.
"It looks like a man who everybody thinks is
great but I think he stinks."
G. Animals or insects which are commonly thought of as
repulsive, loathsome, or disgusting. This includes
roaches, rats, vultures, leaches, slugs, lice, maggots,
ticks, fleas.
Do not include any other kinds of animals or insects .
H. Related to (A) above, but slightly more specific is the
disparagement of masculine and feminine identification.
This would relate to rejecting or hostile characterizations
of men or women. Included in this would be disparaging
attitudes toward conventional or stereotyped sexual roles
and status. Various forms of "symbolic castration"
(Schafer, 1954) would often fit into the category of
devaluation of masculine identification.
Devaluation of women
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Amazon
.
"Old hen."
" Shrew.
"
"Flat-chested woman."
"Two women gossiping away."
Devaluation of men
"Gnomes .
"
"Dwarfs .
"A little man."
"A man with a receding hairline.
I. Human figures are described whose activities, vocation,
or social status embodies a negatively tinged connotation
or socially unacceptable behaviors. This includes
reference to existing functions and does not include
descriptions of intercourse or other sexual activities.
Included are figures such as thieves, criminals, bums,
beggars, hobos, Ku Klux Klansmen, murderers, cannibals,
savages, headhunters, slaves.
"Two cannibals cooking something in a pot."
"A woman defecating."
Note :
Unless a socially undesirable role is ascribed to a
figure, do not score for aggressive interactions such
as "Two people killing each other."
J. Mythological, supernatural, and fictional characters are
involved in the percept. These figures should embody a
negatively tinged connotation. This would not include
devils, occult figures, ogres and the like. Humanoid (H)
and Animaloid (A) categories are included here.
"Mephistopheles, there he is."
"It looks like Satan."
"A witch on a broomstick."
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Note
:
Do not include such figures that are regarded aspopular percepts on a given card. For example, do notscore witch on Card IX or "monster" on Card IV.
K. Remarks which reflect a direct derogation of the blotitself, the testing enterprise, the artist's caoabilities
,
or the examiner.
"I hate this, it disgusts me."
"These blots are aesthetically ugly."
I cannot believe this is the way you spend
our time-- how boring."
"You should take shorthand if you had any
sense .
"
"At least these pictures are in color."
"This looks like a bat; not this crap over
here .
"
L. Self-deprecatory remarks in which the individual makes
criticisms or attacks relating to his performance.
"I must be one of the boring ones."
"I must be crazy to see things like that."
"I don't have much of an imagination, I
guess .
"
OMNIPOTENCE
Omnipotence is a defense in which the individual makes
claim to unrealistic powers, influence, inflated worth,
etc., often in an attempt to deal with fears of
powerlessness and worthlessness which are denied. This may
take the form of a conviction that the individual has the
right to expect gratification and homage from others or to
be somehow treated as a special person. Omnipotence often
involves an idealization of the self in which there is an
unconscious conviction that one deserves to be lauded by
others and treated as privileged.
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_I_D.dications for scoring omnipotence
A. During either Rorschach proper or inquiry the individual
escribes himself with blatant and excessively positiveterms. This may take one of several forms.
1. Individual makes laudatory remarks to special
abilities. References may be made to the self as
having special test-taking abilities of special
capabilities outside of the testing situation.
"I think you are going to hear some very
distinctive responses. My vocabulary
is such that it will only be truly
understandable by the next century."
"That looks like a seahorse. Due to my keen
sensibilities I can discern that to be
an especially pretty seahorse. It
might not look like that to many
others, however."
"I saw some interesting things on that card;
that was really quite clever of me.
I've always been told I'm quite
clever .
"
"I could go on with this all night."
2. Individual sees himself in the actual blot (i.e.
percept includes the self) of his possessions and
this is elaborated with aggrandizing remarks.
"That looks like me when I was dressed up to
go to the prom. I was the prettiest
girl at the prom that night."
B. In describing the percept the individual uses the word
"we" in referring to himself as the perceiver.
"Here we see a person."
"We will say it looks like a snake assuming
we are asked to see such things."
C. - The individual "lectures" the examiner on how to improve
his testing technique.
"You might do better doing the pictures
first and from these you could easily
write down what I saw."
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E>. The individual gives the examiner permission to writesomething down or to ask various questions etc.
"You can write down that I said I was tired
of this."
E. The individual demonstrates a kind of haughtiness in
relation to the examiner.
"I think I've spelled that idea out
sufficiently.
"
PROJECTIVE IDENTIFICATION
This defense involves the fantasied projection of good or
bad self representations into an object for the purpose of
either safeguarding a vulnerable self representation by
placing it in another object, or for the purpose of harming
or controlling the object. Since the content of
projections is not experienced as ego alien (in contrast to
projection), a fearfully empathic relationship often
develops with the hated or feared object. Boundary
blurring ( confabulatory thinking) is another component of
projective identification. The simultaneous expressions of
paranoid hyperalertness to attack and primitive rage also
suggest the presence of this defense.
Indications for scoring projective identification
A. Responses in which a figure (H or A) puts a substance or
a feeling into another object (H or A) for the purpose of
controlling or destroying the recipient.
"These tarantulas are injecting their poison
into the grasshoppers."
"These are the forces and energies that are
controlling what these two people are .
doing. The force is going to make them
have a bloody fight."
"This man has electrodes in his neck."
"This is an Indian burial site; on top it's
a bearhide covering a dirt mound, a
burial; stuck the spear with the
feathers in the ground to let other
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tribes know that to come here would
kting the wrath of God down upon us .
"
B. Animals that cause harm by placing dangerous substancesin another object. Organisms or substances that whenplaced in another object cause harm. Score all such
animals, organisms, or substances: tarantulas, poisonous
snakes and spiders, parasites, poisonous plants or
substances.
C. A vulnerable or valued object ( H , A, Hd, or Ad) isprotected from danger by placing it in another object
(H, A, Hd, or Ad)
.
"These little innocent, weak-looking
creatures seem to be trying to get
inside these pink things. Maybe they
are trying to find refuge from this
world of vicious-looking crabs and
insects .
"
"These statues are in a safe with thick
walls .
"
D. Evidence of fearful empathy. Responses which contain
figures (H or A) that are pereived as threatening or
attacking also includes empathic statements toward the
feared object. Often such empathic statements involve a
fearful figure which itself has become the target of
aggression
.
"This looks like an evil cat that's been run
over. It really makes me mad that
people do things like that all the
time .
"
"A frightening monster. It looks like its
been shot. What a terrible thing for
it to have been shot."
"A cruel-looking face. Something really bad
must have happened to it to make him
look that mean."
E. Responses which include overt statements of
identification with aggressive figures (H or A).
"An angry man. I'm angry now, too."
"A face full of hatred, just how I sometimes
feel.
"
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'A raging bull. He just wants to destroy
everything in sight. I know the
feeling.
"
F. The texture determinant is present in responses whichinclude indication of external threat or overt aggressionFear of an object made hostile by venture of one's ownprojected aggression all in conjunction with the need for
approval and support from the object indicate a fearrfultype of empathy.
"Kind of an ominous picture just like those
eyes are staring out through some sort
of mask. It almost looks like cloth,
furry around the edges."
"A vicious-looking pig. Because of the
texture you can see what the skin of a
pig would feel like."
"A hairy-looking monster ready to stomp on
that snail thing in the middle.
Inquiry: The shading gives it that
[hairy] look."
G. Copresence of hyperalertness to attack and primitive
rage. Responses must meet criteria for 1 and either 2 or 3
below
.
(1)
. For the assesment of primitve rage: use both
levels of aggression (including oral aggression)
found in Holt's Primary Process Scoring System
(Holt, 1977) with the exception of less intense
drive manifestations (e.g. rotten plants or
objects, broken objects, defensive objects, etc.)
(2)
. Hyperalertness as indicated by content (Schafer,
1954). Figures ( H , A, Hd or Ad) or objects,
described as threatening, fierce, ominous, evil,
sinister, dangerous, or cruel, and partly hidden
or concealed. Dangerous, harmful or aggressive
figures that are described as approaching,
hovering, linking, stalking, ready to pounce,
etc. Themes or images involving traps, pits,
webs, being snared, caught or deceived.
(3)
.
Hyperalertness as incidated by the F(C)
determinant (Lerner and Lerner, 1980; Singerman,
1980). The determinant is scored when specific
form are articulated within a heavily shaded
area. When shading is used to deliver a form or
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when shading is utilized on a colored portion of
a blot.
X.U—with—(_2_)_ : "Two evil-looking creatures tearing
each other limb from limb."
I-1 ) with ( 2 j: "That monster just squashed that
snail. Now it looks like he might be headed
this way toward me."
.( 1 ) with ( 3) : "The center looks like the jaws of
a machine that could crush you. The light
space in the center is what would be left."
(Card VI)
( 1 ) with ( 3
)
: "A face with a cut and bleeding
tongue. The differences in the shades of
pink make it look like a tongue with the
light part in the center. These parts are
the dripping blood." (Card II)
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APPENDIX D
SAUNDERS ATYPICAL MOVEMENT SCORE
Excerpted from: Saunders (1991).
atypical movement entails the temporal disruption of an
action, so that it is perceived and described as either
having occurred in the past , being about to occur in the
future
,
or being frozen in a state of suspension (p. 55,
emphasis added)
.
Often allied with this atypical use of verb tense to
characterize movement is a second feature, an implicit
reference to an agent of the action without this agent
actually being identifiable in the perceptual data of the
inkblot (p. 55, emphasis added).
Some examples of Atypical Movement include:
"Maybe [a link of] something that has been cut " (Card
VII).
"It looks like the big bear is going to eat the Indian
... will devour it" (Card VI).
" Somebody squashed a bumblebee" (Card I, with the
whole being the bee).
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APPENDIX E
EXNER MORBID SCORE
Excerpted from: Exner (1990)
The MOR code is used for any response in which an object isidentified by either of two classes of characteristics:
(1)
. Identification of the object as dead, destroyed,
ruined, spoiled, damaged, injured or broken.
Examples are:
a broken mirror
a dead dog
a worn out pair of boots
a bear that is hurt
a wound
a torn coat
a decaying leaf
(2)
. Attribution to an object of a clearly dysphoric
feeling or characteristic. Examples are:
a gloomy house
a sad tree
an unhappy person
a person crying
depression
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APPENDIX F
TRANSITIONAL OBJECT SCALE !
[with proposed modifications]*
Excerpted from: Greenberg et. al. (1985)
A. Patient treats percepts on cards as if they were real
objects, which can be related to as such and are
comforting [or terrifying],
Al. Objects may be owned and may take the form of an
active animal or pet. Explicit verbal reference
must be made to such an object-- e.g., "The two
little koala bears are cute; they'd be cute as
pets .
"
A2 . A texture (Fc) response with a clear-cut
association regarding a personal experience with
a comforting object.
[A3. Objects may be owned and may take the form of a
terrifying animal or pet. Explicit verbal
reference must be made to such an object-- e.g.,
"The two snakes look scary; they'd be fun to have
as pets."]
[A4. A texture (Fc) response with a clear-cut
association regarding a personal experience with
a terrifying object.]
B. Treating color as objects that are comforting (may
include black or white)-- e.g., "The blue is
peaceful .
"
[B'. Treating color as objects that are terrifying (may
include black or white)-- e.g., "The red is
violence .
"
]
C. A loss of distance. The card or percept becomes
incorporated in the patient's experience.
Cl. Percept is justified only by personal experience
and not by real qualities of the blot.
C2 . Patient makes reference to action required to
form the percept.
* The proposed modifications to this scale are
bracketed in order to distinguish them from the criteria
specified by Greenberg et . al. (1985).
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C3. Patient indicates feeling he or she has in
response to card, or negates such a feeling (mustbe a direct expression of feeling).
C4. Patient owns the percept by the use of personal
pronouns, not necessarily comforting [or
terrifying] ("my cat").
D. Reference to cards as more than just cards, but not as
completely formed objects. Cards are things in the
process of becoming.
D1 . References to the creation of or changing of
cards
.
D2 . Wanting to do something to the card— something
is wrong with the card and an attempt is made to
make the percept more accurate as a
representation. Changing percepts do not
qualify
.
E. Holding the tester responsible for what the card is
like
.
F. Interaction between patient and card as an object,
e.g., wanting to incorporate, own, or keep the card.
Also includes rubbing or stroking the card. May
include throwing card, etc.
140
APPENDIX G
MERCERON, HUSAIN & ROSSEL ELEMENTS OF PERVERSE PERSONALITY
Excerpted from Merceron, Husain & Rossel (1988)
Emphasis on certain postures
IA. Overemphasis on certain body parts or postures.
IB. Gestures limited to and located in the body part
(i.e., behinds sticking out).
IC. Unrealistic postures.
INCLUDING:
(a) . Statements referring to particular body
postures and frequently accompanied by
comments emphasizing the unusualness of
these postures.
"An animal in a strange posture."
(b) . Statements involving movement of body parts
where these parts are given a great deal of
power by being seen as having the capacity
to move independently of the object as a
whole
.
"Legs together, woman's legs, because
of the thick calves."
"Ballerina's feet dancing on toes."
"A thumb hitchhiking"
(c) . Statements referring to a particular
perspective
.
"A woman seen from behind."
(d) . Statements showing extreme concern for
"placing" objects.
"Two bodies of similar animals, back to
back, with their faces facing
outward .
"
"Two guys leaning against each other."
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"Two men leaning against a rock."
"Two bodies of similar animals."
(6). Statements involving impossible postures
associated with the idea of balancing.
"A small trinket, two fish, one on top
of the other, placed on a pebble
or something of that kind."
"Two individuals in a sort of rocky
gorge, carrying something, hard
for me to define, something akin
to equilibrism.
"
(f). Statements referring to bird's-eye views.
"I could perhaps see a very beautiful
butterfly, seen from above."
"A long road, seen from an aerial
view .
"
2 . Fetishistic contents
2A. Attunement to specific elements of the body such
as "beard" or "mustache," as well as references
to "hairs" or "a hairy skin."
2B. Objects accepted as fetishes in the
psychoanalytic literature-- feathers, fur, shoes,
leather, collars, vests, shorts, bras.
INCLUDING:
(a). Contents of a fetishistic nature in the
literal sense of the word.
"The inside of a coat lined with fur."
"A see-through skirt."
"Shoes, because of the heels."
"Sticking-out lapel of a jacket."
"The edge of a lace frill."
"A wild animal, certainly hairy,
shaggy.
"
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A black leather coat.
(b)
. Explanations justified by fetishistic
details. Sometimes these details suffice tojustify, in the eyes of the subject, the
sexual identity of the figures.
"The genitals of a woman or an anus."
"The genital of a woman; one can see
the clitoris and there are hairs
around it."
Often attributes an essential significance
to elements which normally have but
secondary value.
(c) . Inverted sexual characteristics. May
include partial denial which is expressed
through distortions that can consist of
substituting a fetishistic object for what
may be felt as a deficiency.
"Part of a half-open zipper."
(d) . Elements indicating a fixation on component
instincts. May involve references to sight
or touch or smell.
"Animals rubbing against each other."
"Animals sniffing each other."
"A snakeskin, its soft to the touch."
"A brush which has been trodden upon,
one can see the hairs spread apart
on both sides."
3 . Disavowal: defensive reactions toward eventual
perception of deficiency (correlated with omnipotence)
Spontaneous attempt to compensate for perceived
inadequacy, rather than criticizing and placing blame
on external factors. Occasionally the good qualities
of the cards will be emphasized while efforts are made
to improve the imperfections which are seen. Attempts
may modify or control by adding, removing, or by
suggesting that the deficiency was actually
intentionally achieved.
(a). May involve interpreting white first.
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(b) . Small gaps between blots "filled" by
responses
.
(c) . A deficiency is perceived ("the trunk beinq
too short"), and only then is the
incomplete object (the elephant) transformed(into a wild boar).
(d) . Deficiency denial includes denial of sex
difference, and can be expressed through the
perception of bisexual figures or
tautological formulations.
"Men with breasts."
"Women with penises."
"A man's male genitals."
"A woman's vagina."
4 • Distortion of the patient/examiner relationship
Perverse personalities do not manifest the massive
opposition of character-disordered organizations;
there is neither the violent struggle for power nor
the general devaluation of the usefulness of the
tests. These subjects are cooperative; they even try
to prove their acceptance of instructions.
Dorey (1981) distinguishes the "mastery" relationship
of perverts from that of obsessives; the latter
implies a clear self/other distinction, whereas in the
perverse mastery relationship the other is captivated
through a seduction process that assigns him a role of
"double" or mirror.
4A. A tendency to reverse roles as regards knowledge.
4B. A search for complicity (resulting from
disparagement of knowledge) and control by
arousing the examiner's curiosity (enigma).
4C . Responses related to the type of object relation
described by Dorey (1981) above-- the mastery
relation.
5 . Suppression
Involves the use of conscious or preconscious
mechanisms in an attempt to prevent the emergence of a
fantasy, idea, or affect.
144
Unlike obsessives who clearly verbalize their
explanations
,
perverse personalities entertain doubtsand maintain suspense.
A thing that looks-- although, no, rather like afurry animal."
This seems to me— no, I would rather say
elephants."
^ * Characteristics of knowledge cathexis related todisorders of the symbolic function
6A. Class blending: characteristics wrongly assigned
to a person, animal, or object, and shifts from
nature to culture.
"The hands of an animal."
"A wasp's spine.
"
"An abstract work of art where one would
have included two animals."
6B. Class misuse: tautological formulations and
impaired relationship between whole and part.
"A woman with breasts."
6C. Distortions of established speech rules:
particular use of certain words with distortion
of form and of certain phrases.
"Boilizing" instead of "boiling."
"Genetic" instead of "genitals."
"I don't know whether I have a particular
liking for animals but ..."
7
.
Object categories
Object contents are mostly functional (corkscrew,
brush), consistent with a frequent emphasis on
possible use of these objects.
Objects are described by focusing on how they are
handled; the sole worth of the object lies in its
possible handling.
Object's entire importance derives from the mastery
that can be exerted on it.
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my parents have onA cat skin, like the one
their bed.
"
"Skins to be hung on a wall."
You know, one of those things you put in the
fields, to scare sparrows."
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APPENDIX H
Code
:
RORSCHACH STUDY FACE SHEET
Age of Subject at Test Administration: Race:Reason referred for testing:
Had Subject lived outside of family of origin (e.g. foster
care, relatives, residential program, detention)? If yes,please specify 1 '
Abuse History :
Sexual Abuse
Age at first sexual victimization:
Relationship to offender:
Nature of sexual abuse:
Frequency and Duration:
Legal action:
Other offenders? yes no unknown
If yes, please explain using above categories. (Use
back of sheet if necessary):
Was abuse disclosed prior to Rorschach test? yes no
Physical or Emotional Abuse
Was subject physically or emotionally abused?
yes no unknown
If yes, please answer the following:
Relationship to abuser:
Nature of abuse:
Frequency , Duration, and Age at first abuse:
Legal action:
Other abusers? yes no unknown
If yes, please explain using above categories. (Use
back of sheet if necessary)
:
Witnessing Abuse or Violence
Has subject witnessed others being abused or acts of
violence? yes no unknown
Other family dysfunction:
Are there other family of origin characteristics that
might be significant (e.g. alcoholism, mental illness,
physical illness or disability, or loss)?
yes no unknown
If yes, please explain below.
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Code
:
Had Subject received therapy for sexual victimizationto the Rorschach Test?
No Yes (please explain type and duration)
prior
Given the definition of sexual offending as "any sexual act
with a person of any age, against the victim's will,
without consent, or in an aggressive, exploitative or
threatening manner" (Ryan et. al., 1987), "including rape;
sexual assault; .... sexual touching and fondling short of
penetration; and offenses involving no physical contact,
such as exhibitionism and voyeurism and obscene telephone
calls" (Davis and Leitenberg, 1977),
HAS THE SUBJECT COMMITTED SEXUAL OFFENSES? YES NO
(if yes, go to next page)
FOR SEXUAL NON-OFFENDERS ONLY:
Has the Subject been physically or emotionally abusive
toward others?
No Yes (please explain)
How confident are you in your impression that this Subject
has not committed sexual offenses?
How confident are you in your impression that this Subject
has not been otherwise abusive toward others?
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FOR SEXUAL OFFENDERS ONLY:
Code
:
Offense History :
Sexual Offense
Age of Subject at first offense:
Relationship to victim:
Age of victim:
Nature of offense:
Frequency and Duration:
Legal Action?
Other victims? yes no unknown
If yes, please explain below:
Age of Subject at time of offense:
Relationship to victim:
Age of victim:
Nature of offense:
Frequency and Duration:
Legal Action?
Other victims?
yes (please explain on back) no unknown
Which sexual offenses were admitted by the Subject at the
time of Rorschach Test?
Non-Sexual Physical Offenses
Has Subject physically abused or assaulted others?
yes no unknown
If yes, please explain below:
Age of Subject at time of offense :
Relationship to victim:
Age of victim:
Nature of offense:
Frequency and Duration :
Legal Action?
Other victims? yes no unknown
If yes, please explain below (use back if necessary)
Had Subject received therapy for sexual offending prior to
the Rorschach Test?
No Yes (please explain type and duration)
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